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Also, resolution (H. Res. 284) directing the Committee on
Naval Affairs to report a bill for the construction of three bat-
tleships; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 8836) for the relief of
James A, Miller, representative of the heirs of James M. Miller,
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of George
W. Moore; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8838) to cor-
rect the naval record of George R. Gray; to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8839) granting a
pension to Julia A. Oswald; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8840) to quiet
title and possession with respect to certain private land claims
in the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on the Public
Lands.

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8841) granting
a pension to Dora Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, .
© Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) granting an increase of pension to
Frances Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8843) granting a pension to
William It. Hardison; to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: j

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the American
Roumanian Jewish Emancipation Committee of New York, N. Y.,
relative to oppression of and discrimination against the Jews
by the Roumanian Government; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of 417 employees of the Dorce
Works, American Sheet & Tin Plate Co., protesting against the
dissolution of the United States Steel Corporation; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. . FIELDS: Petition of citizens of the ninth congres-
gional distriet of Kentucky, favoring the passage of legislation
compelling concerns selling goods direet to the consumer by
mail to contribute their portion of the funds for the develop-
ment of the local community, county, and State; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

SENATE.
Moxpay, October 13, 1913.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read
and approved.
MEMORIAL.

Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of the Woman’s Club
of Hope, N. Dak., remonstrating against the passage of the
so-called Hetch Hetchy bill, granting to the city and county of
San Francisco certain rights of way, ete., which was ordered to
lie on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. Sounth,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7808) making ap-
propriations to supply urgent deficiencies in appropriations for
the fiscal year 1913, and for other purposes, agrees to the con-
ference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Frrzeerarp, Mr.
BartrET?, and Mr. Giuierr managers at the conference on the
part of the House.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 7898) making appropriations to supply urgent
deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1913, and for
other purposes; recedes from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 44 and 61 to the bill, and agrees
to the same; recedes from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate numbered 8 and agrees to the same with an
amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House recedes from
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered
107, and agrees to the same with an amendment, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House insists upon its
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 10, 11,
27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 82, 93, and 97 to the bill.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and they
were thereupon signed by the Vice President :

H. J. Res. 111. Joint resolution to authorize the reinstatement
of Adolph Unger as a cadet in the United States Military
Academy; and

H. J. Res. 132. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
Agriculture to make an exhibit at the Sixth National Corn Ex-
position, to be held at Dallas, Tex., during the month of Febru-
ary, 1914,

TARIFF DUTY ON WOOL.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to read
the paper I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

In the tariff debate of 188D Senator Zeb Vance, of North Caro-
lina, read in the Senate a piece of doggerel entitled, “ A Girl
with One Stocking—A Protective Pastoral.”

(* Composed and arranged for the old spinning wheel; and
respectfully dedicated to that devoted friend of protected ma-
chinery and high taxes, the Senator from Rhode Island.”)

It is so appropriate to reproduce it just at this time, when
we have euacted ancther tariff law, that I ask for its repub-
lication.

With free wool, “ Mary " will have to forego the &6 per cent
and let her women friends wear stockings on both legs instead
of only one—something they have not been able to do in more
than 20 years. I read it years ago, and clipped it for my serap-
book. I have recently had it looked up in the Recorp, and find
it appeared January 21, 1889.

Our Mary had a little lamb,
And her heart was most intent

To make its wool beyond its worth
Bring 56 per cent.

But a pauper girl across the sea
Had one small lamb also,

Whose wool for less than half thal sum
She'd willlngly let go.

Another girl who had no sheep,
No stockings—wool nor flax—

But money enough .Lust to buy
A pair withont the tax,

Went to the pauper girl to get
Some wool to shield her feet,

And make her stockings, not of flax
But of wool complete.

When Mary saw the girl’s design
Bhe straight began to swear

That she'd make her buy both wool and tax
Or let one leg go bare.

Bo she cried out: * Protect Reform!
Let pauper sheep wool free!

1f it will keep both her legs warm
What will encourage me?”

8o it was done, and people said
Where'er that poor girl went,

One leg was warmed with wool and one
With 56 per cent, .

Now praise to Mary and her lamb,
Who did the scheme invent,

To clothe one-half a girl In wool
And one-half in per cent.

All honor, too, to Mary's friend,
And all protective acts,

That clothe the rich in wool
And wrap the poor in tax.

The correspondent of the Chicago Herald of that date, in
sending the account of it to his paper, commented as follows:

The reading of this piece of doggerel was recelved with shouts of
laughter, even Republican Senators leaning back In thelr seats and
giving vorestraincd way to their mirth. As for the people In the gal-
leries, they screamed and velled frantically, and when Senator Vance
sat down they kept up their uproarious applause until the North Caro-
lina orator gravely inclined his head in acknowledgment,

WOMAN SUFFRAGE.
Mr. ASHURST. I ask unanimous consent to present the fol-
lowing unanimous-consent agreement, and I ask that the same
be read.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the proposed
agreement.
The SEcReTArRY, The Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHURST]
asks unanimous consent that on Thursday, January 8, 1914,
immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business,
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the Senate will proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso-
Jution No. 1, being a joint resolution proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of suf-
frage to women; and that not later than the hour of 4 o'clock
p. m, on Thursday, the 20th day of January, A. D, 1914, the
Senate will proceed without further debate to vote upon any
amendment that may then be pending, any amendments that
may be offered, and upon the joint resolution, through the regu-
lar parlinmentary stages, to its final disposition.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the unanimous-
consent agreement offered by the Senator from Arizona. Is
there objection?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, while I hope the cur-
rency bill will be disposed of long before January, I think we
should not give unanimous consents to consider other bills until
it has been disposed of. For that reason for the present I shall
object. I hope long before January that the currency bill will
have passed, and then I will be pleased to consent that the
measure pressed by the Senator from Arizona be assigned to a
special day. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection. 1

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unsnlmous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:

A bill (8. 3206) for the protection of the water supp]y of the
city of Baker, a muniecipal corporation of the State of Oregon;
to the Committee on Public Lands.

A bill (8. 8207) for the relief of the State of Oregon; to the

* Committee on Claims.

By Mr. NELSON:

A bill (8. 3208) to amend section 29 of an act entitled “An
act to’ codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

A bill (8. 3200) granting a pension to Jane E. Stewart; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THORNTON :

A bill (8. 3210) to establish a fish-cultural station at some
point in the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on Fisheries.

By Mr. WILLIAMS:

A bill (8. 3211) donating cannon to the city of West Point,
Miss.; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HUGHES:

A bill (8. 8212) amending paragraph 81 of the act creating a
publie-utilities commission; to "the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

By Mr. O'GORMAN:

A bill (8. 3213) granting a pension to Oscar 0. Dunlap; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BRADLEY :

A bill (8. 3214) granting an increase of pension to Oden Gib-
son (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SIMMONS:

A bill (8. 3215) for the relief of John E. Griffin; and

A bill (8. 3216) for the relief of Benjamin F. Lancaster; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 3217) to acquire a site and erect bulldings for a
school for the Indians of Robeson County, N. C, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 3218) for the relief of James BE. Walker; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 3219)for the erection of a monument to Gen. James
Moore upon Moores Creek battle ground, North Carolina; to
the Committee on the Library.

A bill (8. 3220) to establish a fish-cultural station on Lum-
ber River, in Moore County, N. C.; to the Committee on Fish-
eries.

(By request.) A bill (8. 3221) for the relief of William C.
Staples;

A bill (8. 3222) for the rellef of Thomas Monteith;

A bill (8. 3223) for the relief of the heirs of Felix B. Parks,
deceased ;

A bill (S 3224) for the relief of the heirs of William Parks,
deceased ;

A bill ( 8. 3225) for the relief of the heirs of Isaac Brown;

A bill (8. 8226) for the relief of heirs or estate of William
R. Tatum, deceased;

A bill (8. 3227) for the relief of Mary J. Tatham, heir of
Robert D. McCombs, deceased ;

A bill (8. 3228) for the relief of the estate of W. F. Sander-

A bill (8. 3229) for the relief of George A. Russell, admin-
istrator of Stephen Chadwick, deceased;

A bill (8. 3230) to carry out the findings of the Court of
Claims in favor of Harriet Andrews;

A bill (8. 3231) for the relief of Sidney T. Dupuy and George
R. sl:;gpuy, the only surviving heirs of George R. Dupuy, de-
ceq
LeA bill (8. 3232) for the relief of the estate’ of William C.

wis;

A bill (8. 3233) for the relief of the heirs and distributves of
H. W. Hargrove;

A bill (8. 3234) for the relief of John Burke Morris;

A bill (8. 8235) for the relief of W. B. Whitfleld;

A Dbill (8. 3236) for the relief of William Foy and H. B.
Lane, executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane;

A bill (8. 3237) for the relief of John G. Yonng,

A bill (8. 3238) for the relief of John Wise;

A DIl (8. 3239) for the relief of L. A. Garner, administrator
of Samuel C. Garner, deceased;

A Dbill (8. 3240) for the relief of Ben Pigott:

A bill (8. 8241) for the relief of George Jerkins;

A bill (8. 3242) for the relief of the estate of L. G. Smith,
deceased ;

A Dbill (8. 3243) for the relief of Fannie E. Gardner;

A bill (8. 3244) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Leecrart'

A bill (8. 3245) for the relief of Frank Gibble;

A bill (8. 3246) for the relief of Willlam Lewis Bryan;

A bill (8. 3247) for the relief of Frederick Pate;

A bill (8. 3248) for the relief of David J. Middleton;

A bill (8. 3249) for the relief of John L. Brown and the
estates of A. T. Redditt and Willlam G. Judkins;

A bill (8. 3250) for the relief of the estate of H. D. Coley,
deceased ;

A bill (8. 3251) for the relief of Martha A. Moﬂitt widow of
Ell A. Moffitt ;

A bill (8. 3252] for the relief of Franklin Foy;

A bill (8. 3253) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy Barfield,
deceased ;

A bill {S 3254) for the relief of W. J. Craddock;

A bill (8. 3255) for the relief of J. A. Denny;

A Dill (8. 3256) for the relief of James F. White;

- lllll bill (8. 8257) for the relief of I. . Hill, executor of W. BE.
’

A bill (8. 3258) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton;

A bill (8. 3259) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. Askin
Arthur Ipock, and John T. Ipock:

A bill (8. 8260) for the relief of Sarah R. Hay;

A bill (8. 3261) for the relief of C. G. Perkins;

A Dbill (8. 8262) for the relief of the heirs of Cicero M. Davis;

A bill (8. 3263) for the relief of the estate of D. L. Pritch-
ard, deceased;

A bill (8. 3264) for the relief of Joseph B. Banks;

A bill (8. 8265) for the relief of the heirs of Lemuel Freeman,
deceasad ;

A bill (8. 8266) for the relief of Mrs. A. M. Bacon;

A bill (8. 3267) for the relief of the estate of John Henry
Jackson, deceased;

A bill (8. 3268) for the relief of Cleveland L. Short;

A bill (8. 3269) for the relief of H. D. Norcom, adminisirator
de bonis non of E. H. Norcom, deceased ;

A bill (8. 3270) for the relief of the heirs of John Fairley,
deceased ;

A bill (S 8271) for the relief of John A. Norris;

A bill (8. 3272) for the relief of heirs or estate of Joseph
D. Hayes, deceased;

A bill (8. 3273) for the relief of D. 8. Barrus and I. H.
Barrus;

A Dbill (8. 3274) for the relief of the heirs of Elijah D.
Guthrie;

A bill (8. 3275) to refund the cotton tax to the States wherein
collected ;

A bill (8. 3276) for the relief of Calvin J. Cowles; and

A bill (8. 8277) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 8278) granting a pension of Charles G. Bryant;

A bill (8. 3279) granting an increase of pension to Stephen
M. Buckner;

A bill (8. 3280) granting an increase of pension to Jacob C.
Ramsey ;

A bill (8. 8281) granting a pension to James Carroll;

A bill (8. 3282) granting an increase of pension to John
Clark;

A bill (8. 3283) granting a pension to Robert H. Cowan;

A bill (8. 3284) granting a pension to Edward W. Trice;

A bill (8. 3285) granting a pension to Mgry 2. Gosnell;

A bill (8. 3286) granting a pension to Henry Young;
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A bill (8. 8287) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Loyd;

A bill (8.
Norton;

A bill (8.
H. Stanley;

A bill (8.
M. Wilson;

A bill (8. 3201) granting a pension to Christopher M.
Saunders;

A bill (8. 3202) granting an increase of pension to Annie E.
Millikin ;

A bill (8. 3293) granting a pension to Louisa D. Stewart; and

A bill (8. 8204)- granting a pension to Frank C, Freeman;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN:
A bill (8. 3205) for the relief of George E. Zimmerman (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the message from the House
relative to the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be laid
before the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of
the House of Representatives on House bill 7808, which was
read, as follows:

Resolved, That H recedes from its disagreement to the amend-
mcntt’goo‘; the St:len;!t’: nuon‘ﬁlggrcﬂ 4-§snnr&) 681 of the bill (H. R. T808) en-
titled “An act making appropriations to supply urgent deﬂcienc!f:s in
appropriations for the fiscal year 1918, and for other purposes,” and
agrees to the same. ’

That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 8, and agrees to the same with an amendment as
follows: In line 3 of the said amendment strike out * or existing regu-
lations ” and insert “ or by authority or direction of the collector of
internal revenue or the United States marshal.”

That the House es from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 107, and agrees to the same with an amendment
ad follows: In line 10 of said amendment, after “ Congress,” insert
* the chairman of the House Commitiee on the Library.”

Mr. OVERMAN. I move the adoption of the conference re-
port, and I will then move that the Senate recede from its
amendments in dispute and concur in the amendments of the
House to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 82 and 107. I ask
for the adoption of the conference report.

Mr. BORAH. May I ask the Senator whether there were
any changes made in the conference report with reference to
the transfer of cases which are pending before the Commerce
Court?

Mr OVERMAN. No change was made, except a verbal
change in regard to the transfer by the 31st of December, when
the court expires. The cases will be transferred, but there
are some cases which have been argued and are now in the
hands of judges, and we inserted some verbiage in order that
the judges might decide those cases that already have been
argued. But everything is to be transferred on the 31st day of
December.

Mr. BORAH. Those were the cases I had in mind, cases
which have been argued and submitted and which are now in
such a condition that the judges may decide them.

Mr. OVERMAN. The judges may decide those. That is the
amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate I am
going to ask the Senate to concur in. The only difference
made by the House amendment is some verbal change. I want
to inform the Senate as to what the disagreements are, but
first I will ask the Senate to adopt the conference report.

Mr. BURTON. I should like to inquire what is the amend-
ment to amendment numbered 8. T ask that that be read again.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

That the House recedes from its disngreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 8, and agrees to the same with an amendment as
follows: In line 3 in said amendment strike out the words * or existing
regulations " and insert ** or by authority or direction of the collector of
internal revenue or the Unitedy States marshal.”

Mr, OVERMAN. That is verblage where the bond required
by the department is to be given. Now I ask for the adop-
tion of the report. ¥

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire whether the
Senator from North Carolina has yet sent to the desk the
report?

Mr, SMOOT. I suggest to the Senator from North Carolina
that he make his explanation before the adoption of the con-
ference report.

Mr. OVERMAN. The rule is first to adopt the report, and

38288) granting an increase of pension to William
3289) granting an increase of pension to William

3290) granting an increase of pension to Thomas

then I shall move to concur in the amendment of the House to
the amendment of tMe Senate and fo disagree to the other
Senate amendments.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests that no report
has yet been made.
Mr. OVERMAN.

its adoption.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, before any motion is made
or question put on the adoption of the report I should like to
inquire what has been the fate of the appropriation for the
purpose of maintaining mints and assay offices in the West.

Mr, OVERMAN. That will come up after the reading of the
report, I will explain it after the report has been read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina
submits a conference report, which will be read.

The Secretary read the report, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. T808) mak-
ing appropriations to sugplfy urgent deficlencies In appropriations fer
the fiseal year 1913, an or other purposes, having met, after full
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8,'T, 0
17, 18, 21, 22, 25, 26, 40, 43, 48, 51, 66, 73, 75, 80, 81, and 100,

That the Housé recede from Its élsagrecmont to the amendments of
the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 12, 14, 16, 19, 20, 24, 34, 35, 47, 38, R0,
41, 42, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, b2, b3, b5, 66, 5T, 59, 60, 62, 63, G4, 635, 68,
70, 71, 72, T4, 76, 78, 70, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 8O, 00, 01, 02, 04, 93, 06,
98, 99, 101, 102, 108, 104, 105, and 106, and agree to the Eame,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as
;n“aw?: In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the
ollowing :

P on, Mass., immigrant station: The authority to construct the
immigration station at ton, Mass., is transferred to the Treasury
Department, together with the unexpended balances of appropriations
heretofore made therefor, to be expended under the direction of the
Secretary of the Treasury for the construction of sald station within
the existing limit of cost and under conditions of existing law.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an amendment
as follows: Strike out all after the word * cost,” in line 18 of sald
amendment down to and including the last line thereof, and insert the
following : “ not exceeding $65.000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the SBenate nnmbered 23, and ngree to the game with an amendment as
folio}ys: Beginning in line 11 of sald amendment, after the word “ ays-
tem,” strike out all of the matter proposed up to and including the
word “ thereto™ in line 13; and the Senate agree to the same. -

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows : Strike out the word * properly,” in line 2 of sald amendment,
and insert in lien thereof the word * necessarlly ”; and the Senate
agree to the same,

That the House recede from its dis ment to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows : In line 3 of sald amendment in licu of the sum *“ $9,600" in-
sert the sum “ $£9,000,” and in line 5 of said amendment in lien of the
g:m “§1,050 " Insert the sum “ $1,500 " ; and the Senate sgree to tho

me.

That the House recede from its dieagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows : In lien of the sum proposed in said amendment insert the
following : * 83,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows : Add before the matter inserted bf said amendment the [fol-
lowing : “ And the latter to be transferred to the district courts if not
decided by the Commerce Court before December 1, 1913"; and the
Senate agrec to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows: After sald amendment insert the following: “ All furniture,
carpets, and other property of the Commerce Court is turned over to
the De ent of Justice and the Attorney General is anthorized to
supply such rtlon thereof as in his ju
necessary to the United Btates Board of M
and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows : Strike out of sald amendment the word * appointment " ; and
the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from fts disa ment to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 83, and agree to the same with an amendment as
follows: In line 4 of sald amendment strike out the word * twenty ™
and insert in leu thereof “ fourteen,” and in line 7 of said amendment
strike out * §16,650" and insert in lieu thereof the sum * $11,925";
and the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on amend-
ed 8, 10, 11, 27, 28, 29, 80, 31, 32, 33, 44, 61, 82, 93, 07,

THOMAS 8. MaRTIN,
Ler 8. OVERMAN,
Managers on the part of the Scnate,

Joux J. FPITZGERALD,
C. L. BARTLETT,
Frepx. H. GILLETT,
Managers on the part of the House.
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, was amendment numbered 61
agreed to as it is printed in the bill on page 877
Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President, we finally concurred in the
Walsh-Nelson amendment. The House conferees insisted on
the provision as it came from the other House; the conferees
on the part of the Senate insisted on the Senate amendment; the
conferees could not agree, and the matter was taken up upon
the floor of the other House. The IHouse then agreed to the
Senate amendment known as the Walsh-Nelson amendment.

I. send the report to the desk and ask for

ent may be proper and
ation and Conciliation ™ ;

ments n
and 107.
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Let us first have the report adopted, Mr. President, and then
I will make my statement. I move the adoption of the confer-
ence report.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mryr. President, I should like to inquire
of the Senator from North Carolina what considerations induced
the Senate conferees to recede on amendment No. 21, carrying
out the law of March 4, 1913, authorizing the expenditure of
$5.000 for the preparation of designs and estimates for a
national archives building in the city of Washington, D. C.

AMr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the Senate and the House
conferees could not come to an agreement on that matter, as
well as on some other matters. The appropriation for the me-
morial bridge of $25,000 was similarly situated. The House
and the Senate had agreed to appoint a commission and to au-
thorize an appropriation of $25,000 for the preparation of de-
signs for the memorial bridge, as they had also agreed to pro-
vide an appropriation for designs for a national archives build-
ing. The conferees on the part of the House of Representatives
refused to agree to any of these propositions, saying that they
could come in on a bill subsequently ; that this bill was not the
proper place for such appropriations, and that under the rules

- of the House, this being an urgent deficiency appropriation bill,
they would not agree to those amendments. Of course, the
Senate conferees insisted on all of those amendments; some of
them were carried to the floor of the other House, and the
House stood by their conferees on the matter.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I fail to understand the
theory upon which all of these construction propositions, or
measures for the construction of buildings or other structures,
should be grouped together and treated as one whole, as if there
were no distinetion between them. I could readily understand
that there might not be any emergency for the construction of a
memorial bridge. I am in favor of it, but it is not an emer-
gency. We have been trying for 25 years to get started upon a
plan that would provide a fireproof building to preserve the in-
valuable records of the Government. We are having fires almost
every few months which jeopardize millions of dollars’ worth of
records and documents which could not be replaced at all if
they were destroyed, as, for instance, the fires which have oc-
curred periodically in the Geological Survey Building—I think
the last one burned up $25,000 worth of documents, and very
nearly burned up records and documents estimated to be worth
$2,000,000—and which are liable to occur any day. It is a
very small item; and I fail to see why a distinetion should not
have been made between an appropriation of that kind, which
would put this project in the way of fulfillment, and appropria-
tions for other purposes not urgent or important.

Mr. OVERMAN. There really was no exception made, as I
think the Senator from Washington will see if he will examine
the bill. There Is no question but that the Senator can here-
after get his proposition through, because the conferees on the
part of the Senate were thoroughly in favor of it, and I think
the House also favors it. I think there will be no trouble about
getting a proposition for the purpose through in its proper
place; but the conferees on the part of the other House did not
think that it was an urgent deficiency. The only exception
made, if it might be termed an exception, was with regard to
the Red Cross Building. There was an emergency in that mat-
tor, as the Senator will appreciate without my going fully into
the details here. The reason for that action was because cer-
tain persons, some of whom are very old, are going to subscribe
large amounts to the society, and the society desires to get the
money. If they are to get the money, something must be done
for the Red Cross Society at once. That, however, was all
thrashed out here on the floor; and, in a measure,. while it looks
to be an exception, it is an emergent matter. I think the Sen-
ator will find that is the only exception in the conference report.
The House would not stand for any other exception. We en-
deavored to secure a complete agreement, though, in fact, we did
not get an agreement, but broke up with a disagreement, and
the bill was earried back to the other House. The amendments
which I am going to discuss directly were taken up on the floor
of the House; some of them were agreed to and some of them
were disagreed to. The Senator's amendment providing an ap-
propriation of $5,000 for plans for an archives building went out;
but I think it will be provided for in a few months, when there
will be another appropriation bill.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Of course, that is what is always said
in such cases. The Senator from North Carolina has just as
much interest, I assume, in this amendment as I have.

Mr. OVERMAN. I am in full accord with the Senator, but I
take the position the House takes, that it is not an emergency
right now. ,

Mr. POINDEXTER. I differ from the House in that regard.
I think if there are any emergencies contained in this bill, that
is certainly one of them.

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is simply, however, to provide for plans
for the construction of a building. It seems to me every build-
ing has to go through the same process, and it can not be con-
sidered an emergency. It may be an important thing, and neces-
sary to be put through without loss of time under ordinary
methods, but a deficiency bill is not presumed to cover matters
of that kind. .

Mr. POINDEXTER. It does cover them, and has from time
immemorial covered them. Whether or not the provision for
a public building is an emergency depends upon what the
building is intended for. It might not be an emergency to pro-
vide for the building of a post office in some town that does
not need a new post-office building, but, if the Senator were
informed about the condition of the public records in this city,
the manner in which they are kept, corded up like dry wood, in
buildings that are not fireproof, being destroyed by moisture
in some places and ruined by the accumulation of dust and by
the manner in which they are stored in other places, the Sen-
ator would agree that it is an emergency measure to begin the
plans for an adequate archives building to preserve those rec-
ords of the Government.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T wish to say to the Senator
from Washington that I am in full accord with the idea ex-
pressed by him that there should be erected a national archives
building. We all recognize the fact that that is absolutely nec-
essary; but this bill is to supply urgent deficiencies. An ap-
propriation for the purpose indicated by the Senator from
Washington does not fall under the designation of a deficiency,
and I myself believe that the House was perfectly right in dis-
agreeing to the amendment. I wish to say to the Senator,
however, that I have not the least doubt that an item covering
this matter can be put into an appropriation bill at the regular
session without any opposition either in the Senate or in the
House. I have confidence in Congress that this action will be
taken, because four or five cases within the last three or four
years have demonstrated the fact that some of the most valu-
able records of the Government of the United States have been
put in jeopardy for want of such a building.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Many of them can not be reproduced
g all. They are invaluable, and you can not replace many of

em.

Mr. SMOOT. It would be impossible to reproduce many of
them, especially the records of the Geological Survey.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, with the permission of the
Senator——

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield to the Seuator from Colorado.

Mr. THOMAS. With the permission of the Senator from

“Washington, I should like to ask the Senator from Utah why he

calls this an urgent deficiency bill? This bill was up for dis-
cussion some fime ago, and I discovered the faet that it abol-
ishes one of the courts of the United States, assumes to abolish
two or three cirenit judgeships; in addition to that, provides
rules of procedure for our Federal courts, and during the expir-
ing hours of the session, when the bill was considered. an amend-
ment appropriating several hundred thousand dollars was tacked
on to it for the purpose of constructing a Red Cross memorial.
I am heartily in sympathy with the intention and purjiose of the
Congress to provide an appropriate homme for the Red Cross
Association, but T am not able to see or to understand how it
can be urgent at the present time.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield
to me——

Mr. SMOOT. I can explain that to the Senator if he will
yleld to me a moment.

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly; perhaps I accompany my question
with too much in the way of a statement.

Mr. SMOOT. The reason that the item referred to is an emer-
gency matter at this time is that there are certain donations to
be given to the Red Cross by men in this country who are very
aged indeed.

Mr. SHAFROTH.
$100,000.

Mr. SMOOT. In one case it is more than $100,000.

Mr. THOMAS. I think the Senator misunderstands my ques-
tion. I concede that it is an emergency; but the Senator stated
that this was an urgent deficiency bill, and I ean not reconcile
the position——

Mr. SMOOT. In answer to that I will call attention to the
fact that the title of the bill is “A bill making appropriations to
supply urgent deficiencles in appropriations for the fiscal year
1913, and for other purposes.”

One proposed donation is as much as
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Mr, THOMAS. In other words, the Senator has reference to
the time for which the appropriations are made.

Mr. SMOOT. I also recognize the fact that there never has
been a deficiency bill passed in Congress for years and years in
whieh items have not been put upen it which never should have
been.

Mr. THOMAS. Precisely.

Mr. SMOOT. And I simply rose to say that I agree with the
House in this particular instance. .

Mr. THOMAS. 8o do I

Mr. SMOOT. I believe that it would be better policy for the
Senate and the House.to strike out apprepriations that do not
properly belong to the particular bill of which they are made

a part.

Mr. THOMAS. Bo do I. But the diffienlty—and it is a very
serious one—is that a number of items always creep into bills
of this kind which upon their merits never could secure the
sanction of Congress. In other words, these bills are made the
vehicles for an immense amount of mislegislation and for mis-
appropriation of money, by which I mean appropriations which
upon their merits would not secure the votes of a majority of
the Members of the Senate and of the House of Represeniatives.

Mr, OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield to me there?

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly.

Mr. OVERMAN. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado
that your committee did not let anything not properly belonging
to the bill creep inta it. This amendment was turned down by
the Benate Committee on Appropriations. It was, however, put
upon the bill on the floor of the Senate, as the Senate had a
right to do, although in so doing it did not follow the recom-
mendations of the committee. Then the matter went over to
the House, and the bill was sent to conference. There was a
disngreement between the conferees on the ground that the
amendment had no right to be on this bill, and yet when the
matter was taken before the House that body stood by the
action of the Senate, so that the incorporation of this provision
in the bill is the action of the lawmaking body and not of the
committee, a

Mr. THOMAS. My criticism is not directed against the com-
mittee at all. -

Mr. OVERMAN. T understand the Senator.

Mr, THOMAS. But it is ngainst that practice of logrolling,
which has become a custom that ought to be “more honored in
the breach than the observance,” under and by means of which
urgent deficiency bills and other bills which have a title recit-
ing the purpose—I might say an ostensible purpose—for which
they are introduced are repeatedly made general appropriation
bills and bills embodying general legislation; in fact, in some in-
stances it is impossible to determine by the title of a bill what
it is about, and you are apt to find everything in the bill except
something covered properly by the title.

While T am on my feet I want to call attention to another
matter that is extremely emergent, which the House did not see
fit to legislate upon favorably and which ought to go into this
bill. The last general Indian appropriation act contains an ap-
propriation of $50,000, the purpose of which is to enable the
Indian Bureau to ascertain the heirs of certain deceansed Indian
allottees pursuant to the act of June 25, 1910. That is one of
the most important subjects, Mr. President, in which the Indian
Burean should immediately interest itself. I am informed that
somewhere in the neighborhood of $60,000,000 worth of prop-
erty is involved in the investigation. The Indian Bureau is
prepared to go ahead with this work immediately, but it asks
for an allotment of $10,000 of the $30.000, and requests that it
be made immediately available for this purpose. The Senate
was willing that it should be done, but the House has not given
its consent thereto. There is an emergency that is most exigent,
and one which, if emergencies are to be the test of the con-
tents of this bill, certainly appeals to me with as much, if
not more, force than anyihing else the bill ought to contain,
put which is outside and beyond it. The commissioner in-
forms me that with this money he can easily put his force at
work and begin the investigation of the titles to these properties,
which as every day passes become more and more difficult and
obscure.

Mr. OVERMAN. AMr. President, T will say to the Benator
from Colorado that the conferees on the part of the Senate of
course insisted on the Senate amendments. The House con-
ferees said it would be only a short time before what is known
as the legislative appropriation bill would come up, and all
these matters could be put on that bill. In other words, we
must have some system. Representatives of the Land Office, the
Treasury Department, and every other department of the Gov-
ernment came before the committee and asked for appropria-
tions to earry out certain things, for ‘the employment of more

men to do this and to do that. “We had to say to them, “Your
estimates will be made on the 1st of December for all of these
things. There is a legislative appropriation bill, there is a
sundry civil appropriation bill, and there are half a dozen other
appropriation bills, These matters can wait two or three
months. Do not let us crowd these things into this bill. If we
put on this bill matters for the Indian Office, we will have to
pnt on matters for the Land Office, for the Department of Jus-
tice, for the Treasury Department, and so on. Let each depart-
ment come and mnke its estimates at the regular time and let
us have some system about this matter. Great appropriation
bills, earrying millions of dollars, will be considered here in De-
cember, and that is the time to do it.”

There is something in that. Surely these departments can
wait a few months, In other words, we appropriated here in
July millions of dollars for all of these departments. They
really have no deficiency. If they can not do the work with the
amount they have, they will come forward with a deficiency
later on. Only threa months of the year have gone by.

Mr. THOMAS. I quite agree that there should be some sys-
tem in these appropriation bills, but what I am complaining of
is that there is no system. Emergencies and deficiencies seem -
to be intermingled ; some emergencies are recognizad, and other
emergencies are excluded. There is a great deal more neces-
sity for the immediate availability of this appropriation for the
examination of the titles of Indian allottees than there ean be
for n memorial building. The same argument applies to the one
that applies to the other.

If the Senste would cut out all of these emergencies and con-
fine this hill to its appropriate purpose and legislate only with
reference to deficiencies, then, of conrse, there would be not
only some system but a rule of common sense, which wounld have
the added virtue of excluding a vast number of appropriations
that have no merit in themselves. If emergencies are going to
be considered, however. I wish to urge that this is an emer-
gency upon which the Senate should insist when the conference
report comes up for final approval or rejection.

Mr. MYERS. Mr, President, I am advised that the matter
which has just heen described by the Senator from Colorado is
an emergency of the very greatest gravity. I am informed by
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs that the sum of $150,000 has
been appropriated heretofore for field work in these Indian
bheirship cases and the examination of titles and the insig-
nificant sam of §10,000 for office work has been stricken out. If
we can not have some office force to keep up with the field
work, there is absolutely no use in expending the $150,000 for
field work. It is a monstrosity, an absurdity, to go ahead and
expend the sum of $150,000 for field work and have no money
for the office end of it, to keep track and make a record of what
the men are doing in the field.

Mr, OVERMAN. Mr. President, let me say to the Senator
that last July ave appropriated all the money asked for by the
department.

Mr. MYERS. Yes; but not by this administration,

Mr. OYERMAN. This administration comes in, after we have
given the department the amount of the estimate, and says
there is an emergency here, three months after we have ap-
propriated millions of dollars for this department. Here is a
new administration coming to us before we are ready for an
gﬁgropriation bill and asking for $120,000 in an urgent deficiency

It does not look right for these men to come in here asking
for these appropriations at this time. This is not the time for
it. If they are Democrats, I say they have come at an inoppor-
tune time.

Mr. MYERS. But does not everybody make mistakes at
times, and are not mistakes likely to occur in these estimates?

Mr. OVERMAN. I am not talking about mistakes. It has
been only three months since we passed the great legislative
appropriation bill. The estimates were made up by the heads
of the departments, the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Pres-
ident, and we passed the appropriation bill three months ago
and gave them what they wanted. Six months from now we
are to have another great appropriation bill for the next fiscal
year. In the meantime, when only three months have gone by,
here comes a department asking for $120,000 more. This is not
the time to make the appropriation. v

I did not want to say that, but I am forced to do it. They
come here and ask for these great appropriations in the mean-
time, when we shall be making appropriations regularly only a
few months hence.

Mr. MYERS. Notwithstanding all that, Mr. President, I
insist that this $10,000 is of very great importance to the West-
ern States, and that it is a matter of emergency and urgency
and deficiency.
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Mr. OVERMAN. Does the Senator know how mueh we gave

these people in the last appropriation bill, just a few months
ago?

Mr. MYERS. For clerieal work?

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes.

Mr. MYERS. No: I do not. 4

Mr. OVERMAN. Three hundred and ten thousand dollars.

Mr. MYERS. Well, it takes some money to run the Govern-
ment.

Mr. OVERMAN. We gave them every dollar they asked for.
We will have an estimate for more money on the 1st of next
July, and in the meantime they want $120,000 after the lapse
of llélmee months. Why, Mr. President, we ean not stand for
that.

Mr. MYERS. They need some more now.

Mr. OVERMAN. They have all the clerical foree they asked
for. I do not think they ought to come in here at this time and
ask for these great appropriations. 3

Mr. MYERS. If the committee ean not stand for it, I appeal
io the Senate to stand for it. I believe there is merit in it.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I wish to ask a question for infor-
mation. I do not understand that the officials of the depart-
ment are asking for any appropriation at all. T understand
they are asking that $10,000 of the total sum which has been
appropriated for the purpose of determining the heirs of de-
ceased Indian allottees may be set aside for office help, to keep
the office at work. They are simply asking for $10,000 out of
the appropriation already made, according to my understanding.

Mr. OVERMAN. We gave them $310,000 in the last appro-
priation bill for clerical force in this department. =

Mr. LANE. Not for this particular line of work.

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes; for clerks in that department and all
of these departments. It was a lump appropriation. They can
use that $310,000. I will say to the Senator that only three
months of this fiscal year have gone by. If the head of this
department has a deficiency and has not enough money, he can
come and ask for it in the next deficiency bill. We will have
another deficiency bill before long.

Senators will understand that we have appropriated $310,000
for this office, beginning with the 1st of July. July, August,
and September have gone by, and part of October; and they
have a total of $310,000. Suppose they have not enough money.
Along in the spring we will have another deficiency bill, and
the head of the department can come in at that time if he is
behind and ask for more money.

I think the trouble is that these new officers who are coming
in do not exaectly understand that they have only run for three
months of the fiscal year; and while they want more money,
and perhaps need more money, this is not the time to get it and
not the place to get it.

Mr. LANE. I understand that; but I should like to say, for
the Senator's information, that my understanding-is that they
are not asking for one cent—not a penny. All they are asking
for is the authority to use $10,000 of this money for carrying on
the clerieal work of the office. In other words, you provide them
with plenty of money, but deo not give them the power to expend
it in a way in which they need to expend it.

Mr. OVERMAN. In response to demands from the Senator
from Montana [Mr. Myers], who was very urgent about this,
and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. LaNg], the Senate agreed to
it; but we can not make the House of Representatives agree
to it, and they will not agree to it for the very reason I have

stated. If the Senate now insists on it, the House will never
agree to it.
Mr, MYERS. I am informed that the House Committee on

Appropriations are willing to agree to it now if we will ouly
give them an opportunity.

Mr, OVERMAN, Willing to do it, when the conferees on the
part of the Senate have been contending and contesting with
them all the time?

Mr. MYERS. They want another chance, I understand.

Mr. OVERMAN. Why, they had a chance on Saturday. That
was the time when they disagreed to the Senate amendment.
The Senate conferees insisted en it.

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, the statement I made was intended
to correct the impression that the officials of the department
were asking for additional money, when, as I understand the
facts, they are asking for permission to use money already ap-
propriated in a manner which is necessary in order properly to
expe;ld the appropriation. I simply wished to make that state-
ment.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, without criticizing the conferees,
because I have no doubt they did the best they could, I wish to
say that the Senator from Oregon is correct. This is not an
additional appropriation. After the Indian appropriation bill

| said collector or marshal, who may require

passed, providing for some service with reference to determin-
ing these heirships, it was thought necessary, and I think it
was, that the office should be permitted to use this particular
amount for this purpose out of the $50,000 appropriated by the
Indian appropriation bill.

The Senator from Oregon is right, althongh I do not share in
any reflections upon the conferees. I have no doubt, of course,
that they did all they could.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think that is correct; but it
seems to me the only object of the amendment is to authorize
the employment of eight additional clerks at $1.200 a year. In
the Indian appropriation bill we made an appropriation of
$50,000 for field service; and at the end of the year we will
find, perhaps, an additional amount asked for in the next
urgent deficiency bill. I think the House is perfectly right in
not agreeing to this amendment. !

Mr. CLAPP. I do not think that reflection on the office
should be permitted to stand unchallenged. We made addi-
tional work for the department in the Indian bill; and it was
understood then that we would try to secure for the office, out
of the $50,000 appropriated for field work, pay for these clerks
whose work would have to be done in the office instead of in
the field. The department, I think, was perfectly justified in
making the request.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, T have no desire whatever to
cast any reflection on the department,

Mr. CLAPP. Noj; I know that.

Mr. SMOOT. But I do wish to say that wherever temporary
clerks have been put in a department, and a special act has been
passed appropriating money for those partienlar temporary
clerks, my experience has been that they thereafter remain in
the department. -

Mr. CLAPP. That may be; but instead of all the work we
imposed being field work, part of it had to be office work; and
it involved additional labor and the necessity for some addi-
tional clerks.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator understands
about these matters. These officials asked for $50,000 for field
work. We gave it to them. .

Mr. CLAPP. I know we did.

Mr. OVERMAN. Now, three months after that they say,
“We want 12 more clerks up here, and we want to take the
money to pay them out of this $50,000 for a temporary purpose.”

What are they going to do with that amount of money?
They wanted it for field work—to do work out in the field. We
gave it to them, and they will come back next time, the Senator
understands, with a defleiency, saying that that $50.000 was used
in the office. If the Senator were on the Appropriations Com-
mittee, he would understand this—and he does. He has been
on many committees.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, T am not finding fault with the
conferees, but I do think we have fallen into the habit of
criticizing the departments too readily. The $50,000 was ap-
propriated for field work and could not be used for clerk hire
in the office. We required certain work to be done in the office,
and it was the suggestion of the committee that payment for it
be made out of the $50,000. It was part of the same general
purpose of settling these heirships, but it could not be taken
out of the $30,000 without specific authority. The department
was justified in asking for it under the circnmstances.

That is all T am discussing. I expressly disclaimed any eriti-
cism apon the conferees in this matter, because there is no
question that they did the best they could.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
report of the conference committee,

The report was agreed to.

Mr. OVERMAN. I ask that the Senate concur in the House
amendments to the Senate amendments.

My. BURTON. Mr. President, I should like a separate vote
on those amendments. No. 8, I believe, is the first.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
House amendment to Senate amendment numbered 8.

Mr. BURTON. I wish to be heard on that.

According to the amendment as it appears on page 2 of the
bill, amendment No. 8 as adopted by the Senate provides:

That hereafter any deputy collector of internal revenue or deputy
marshal who may be required by law or existing re tions to execnt
& bond to the collector of Internal revenue or United States marsha
to secure faf performance of officin]l duty may be appointed by the

such bond without regard
to the provisions of an act of Congress entitled—
and so forth.

That is changed by this proposed House amendment so as to
make if much more comprehensive. The words “ existing regu-
lations ™ are stricken out, and in place thereof the words “ or
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by authority or direction of the collector of internal revenue or
the United States marshal” are inserted.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to Inguire of the
Senator the number of the line he refers to, and just what the
change is in the Senate amendment.

Mr. BURTON. It is in line 21, page 2. As it appeared when
adopted by the Senate, wherever a bond was required for a
deputy in a United States marshal's office, or in the office of a
collector of internal revenue, by existing regulations——

Mr., NORRIS. What is the language that is stricken out by
the House amendment?

Mr. BURTON. The words “ or existing regulations.”

Mr. NORRIS. Is that the only change that is made?

Mr. BURTON. And in lieu thereof these words are sub-
stituted :

Or by anthority or direction of the collector of internal revenuc or
the United States marshal.

Mr. NORRIS. Where does the Senator get those words?

Mr. BURTON. They are found on page 6181 of the Recorp,
in the discussion for Friday, in the second column.

Mr. NORRIS. That is what I was hunting for.

Alr. BURTON. That is, whether or not a bond is required by
existing regulations or by law, the collector of internal revenue
or the United States marshal may order that a bond shall be
given. That ig, he can make a regulation, he can make a law,
applicable to this appointment where none now exists; and in
covert form what was already too sweeping, and what was
already a violation of the letter and spirit of the ecivil-service
law, is rendered much broader.

I wish to call attention to another feature of this report.
When this amendment was proposed here, it was argued most
strenuously that it was in order because it reduced expenses.
I am unable to acgept the ruling of the Chair upon that matter
as in accordance with parliamentary law, but it bas been made.
It has been twice made—in the Committee of the Whole and
in the Senate. I trust, however, that it will not be adopted
as a precedent in the future.

But let us see. It was said that this amendment was in order
because it reduced the amount in line 14 from $30,000 to $25,000,
the amount in line 17 from $9.000 to $4,000, and the amount in
line 17 from $39,000 to $29,000. It was asserted with great
earnestness that there would be a saving of $20,000, and that
was the plausible excuse for so vital a change in the law. But
how does this come back to us from the conference committee?
With every one of those amendments nonconcurred in.
The $25,000 is restored to $30,000; the $4,000 to £9,000; the
$20,000 to $39,000; so that which was made the reason for this
amendment has disappeared entirely. I suppose we could not
say the reason for the amendment having failed the amendment
itself fails. It has gone too far for that.

But, Mr. President, I am decidedly opposed to this amend-
ment. I shall ask for a yea-and-nay vote on it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio demands
the yeas and nays on the motion to concur in the amendment
of the House to the amendment of the Senate.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I have
a general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Oriver]. I transfer that pair to the junior Senator from
Nevada [Mr. PittmMAN] and vote * yea.”

Mr. MYERS (when his name was called). I ask if the Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeAN] has voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. IIe has not.

Mr. MYERS. Unless he appears and votes, as I am paired
with that Senator, I will withhold my vote.

Mr. O'GORMAN (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Garringer], and in his absence withhold my vote.

AMr. THORNTON (when Mr. RANSDELL'S name was called).
I announce the necessary absence of my colleague [Mr. RANs-
peELL]. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. SHAFRIOTH (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from California [Mr. Works], and on
that account I withhold my vote, unless I find that my vote is
necessary to constitute a quorum.

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwraxps]. I
transfer that pair to the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
CatroN] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. STONE (when his name was ealled). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Craex]. I
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr.
Swansox] and vote * yea.” g

Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called).
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, CLARgE],

I am
I under-

'stand that he is absent,

I transfer that pair to the Senator
from Maine [Mr. BurLEicH] and vote “ nay.”

Mr, WALSH (when his name was called). T have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lipprrr].
In his absence, I withhold my vote.

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a
general pair with the senior Senafor from Pennsylvania [Mr.
PeNrose]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Joraxson] and vote “yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

. Mr. WEEKS. I will state that my colleague [Mr. Lobce]
is absent from the Senate on account of business and that the
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] is absent on ac-
count of important business. I will let those statements stand
for the day.

Mr. TILLMAN. I am paired with the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr, STEPHENSON], but am at liberty to vote to make a
quorum. I vote * yea.”

Mr. BANKHEAD. I transfer my pair with the junior Sen-
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to the junior Senator
from Louisiana [Mr., RANspeLL] and vote “yea."”

Mr. SHAFROTH. I transfer my pair with the junior Sen-
ator from California [Mr. Works] to the senior Senator from
Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY] and vote “yea,”

Mr. REED (after having voted in the affirmative). When
my name was called I voted, forgetful of the fact that my pair,
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Smiru], is absent from the
city. I transfer that pair to the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. SaarH] and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. SMITH of Georgla (after having voted in the affirmative).
I had arranged a transfer of my pair with the senior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobek] to the junior Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Gore], and I voted without mentioning it. I
d;asir]e to announce that transfer now, and will let my vote
stand.

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to state that T have a general pair
with the senior Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. Be-
fore he left he sent for me and authorized me to vote whenever
I saw fit, especially on this appropriation bill, he being a mem-
ber of the committee and one of the conferees,

Mr. SHEPPARD. My colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] is un-
avoidably absent. He is paired with the Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. pu PoxnT].

Mr. WALSH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator
from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirpitr] to the junior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS] and vote. I vote *yea.”

AMr. MYERS. Understanding that a quorum has not voted,
under my agreement with my pair, the Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. McLeAN], I believe I am justified in voting, for the
purpose of making a quorum. I vote * yea.”

The result was announced, yeas 31, nays 18, as follows: *

YEAS—31,
Ashurst James Reed Thomas
Bacon Lewis Shafroth Thompson
Bankhead Martin, Va. Sheppard Thornton
Bryan Martine, N. J. Simmons Tillman
Chamberlain Myers Smith, Ariz, Vardaman
Fletcher Overman Smith, Ga. Walsh
Hitcheock Owen Smith, Md, Williams
Hollis Pomerene Stone

NAYS—18. -
Brady Gronna Nelson Sterlin
Bristow Hughes Norris Sutherland
Burton La Follette Page Weeks
Clapp Lane Poindexter
Cummins MeCumber Smoot

NOT VOTING—46.

Borah du Pont Lodge Sherman
Bradley Fall MeLean Shields
. randegee Gallinger Newlands Shively
Burleigh Goff O0'Gorman Smith, Mich,
Catron Gore Oliver Smith, 8. C,
Chilton Jackson Penrose Btephenson
Clark, Wyo. Johnson Perkins Bwanson
Clarke, Ark, Jones Pittman Townsend
Colt Kenyon Ransdell Warren
Crawford Kern Itobinson Works
Culberson Lea Root
Dillingham Lippitt Saulsbury

So the amendment of the House to the amendment of the
Senate No. 8 was concurred in.

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate concur in amend-
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 107.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Before that motion is put I should like
to ask the Senator from North Carolina what was done with
amendments 62 and 63, on page 37 of the Senate print?

Mr. OVERMAN. The House receded and those amendments
have been concurred in in the report.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to say to the Senator
from North Carolina that as I read the amendments a good deal
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of confusion is likely to result, particularly from amendment
No. 63. The provision as it came from the House was that
“ihe venue of any suit hereafter brought to enforce, suspend,
or set aside, in whole or in part, any order of the Interstate
Commerce Commission shall be in the judicial distriet”——

Mr. OVERMAN. I can not understand what the Senator is
reading from. Is he reading from page 3763 of the REcorp?

Mr, SUTHERLAND. I am reading from the Senate print of
the bill, page 3T.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator is reading beginning in line 137

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Beginning in line 13.

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator pleases, these amendments,
I think, were recommended by the Attorney General, and we
put them on in the Senate and the House agreed to them.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am not prepared to discuss the ques-
tion as to whether the House provision was wise or whether it
should not have been amended as evidently it was intended to
be amended, but I think that amendment No. 63 is quite likely
to introduce an element of eonfusion into the matter. Let me
finish the reading of the provision from the House, continuning
at the peint where I was interrupted:

Where some or all of the transportation covered by the order has
either its orlgin or destination, except that where the order does mot
relate to transportation, the venue shall be in the distriet where the
matter complained of in the petition before the commission arises.

That is understandable, at any rate, and it is enforceable, at
any rate. Buf the Senate introduced, after the word “ transpor-
tation,” the words “or is not made upon the petition of any
party,” so that in all cases where the order is not made upon
the petition of any party the exception which was introduced
by the House, “except that where the order does not relate to
transportation,” does not apply. In other words, where the
order is not made upon the petition of any party, but relates to
transportation, the venue shall be in the district where the mat-
ter complained of in the petition before the commission arises.

Now, a matter relating to transportation may arise in more
than one district. For example, articles being transported from
Omaha to San Francisco are in transportation through several
States, therefore through several Federal judicial districts, and
that particular matter will not arise in any particular district,
but will arise in several districts; and when you have that kind
of a case you have one that will not come within the provision
of your law. I do not know whether I make the matter clear
or not.

Mr. OVERMAN. I think the Senator is clear about that, and
I think probably there ought to be an amendment, but it is now
too late to do anything, because we have agreed to the confer-
ence report. That is settled, as far as this bill is concerned. .

Mr, CLAPP. But we can reconsider the vote.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do.

Mr. WALSH. It does not occur to me that the provision
needz any further amendment. In any case, the provision to
which our attention is now directed by the Senator was in the
bill when it came from the House. The Senate acceded to that
provision of the bill and added a provision of its own. No
question has ever been raised up to the present time touching
the feature of the bill to which the Senator from Utah adverts,
and it would seem as though the time had quite gone by when
any amendment to the bill affecting that particular clause could
be properly considered.

I desire to say in this connection, however, it does not occur
to me that any difficulty at all will arise under circumstances
such as are mentioned by the Senator. If, indeed, the subject
does arige in two or three different States, obviously the venue
will be in any one of the States in which the proceeding may
be begun; that is to say, if the matter does not relate to trans-
portation or “is not made upon the petition of any party,” and
it should arise in the States of Utah, Wyoming, and Nebraska,
for instance, it seems to me the venue could be laid in any one of
those three States.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am nof at all certain that that is so.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield
to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In just a moment.
provision, beginning in line 15, reads:

Shall be in the judicial district where some or all of the transporta-
tion covered Ly the order has either its origin or destination—
showing that the House evidently considered that it was neces-
sary, if it was desired to put the venue in any one of several
districts, to say so, because they say, “ where some or all of the
transportation covered ” had its origin.

Ll

The original House

be

The element of confusion, as I understand it, is introduced
by the Senate amendment, which alters the sense of the original
House provision, and with that amendment it provides, in sub-
stance, that in some cases which relate to transportation the
venue shall be in the district where the matter complained of in
the petition arose.

Mr. WALSH. T desire to say to the Senator from Utah in
explanation of the Senate amendment, becanse my recollection
is he was not here at the time, that it was suggested upon the
consideration that under the provision of the bill as it came
from the other House the carrier, who under all ordinary cir-
cumstances would be the party who would appeal to the court
for relief from any order that was made by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, would have an option to lay the venue
either in the State in which the transportation originated or
in the State in which it terminated, notwithstanding the
petitioners would be confined to only the one State; in other
words, it was not intended to give an option to the carrier
to select the venue as his own interests might seem to dictate,
but to fix it definitely in the place where was the residence of
tl;e petitioners who gave rise to the proceedings in the first
place.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I do not care to pursue
that matter further; it has probably passed beyond the stage
where we can help it, but I— .

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, before the Senator from
TUtah leaves that subject, I think he ought to call attention also
to the confusion which is involved in the statement of the class
of actions, being those which do not relate to transportation,
and cases that do not come up on the petition of any party.
Then the langnage fixes the venue of that class of cases by
reference to a matter complained of in the petition before the
commission.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. I was just going to call attention to
that.

Mr. POINDEXTER. The matter complained of in the peti-
tion before the commission is described as that in which there is
no petition.

Furthermore, I make this further suggestion: It seems to
me if there is any possibility of revising the form of this pro-
vision, it ought to be borne in mind. The language goes on to
add another class:

And t that where the order does not relate either fo transpor-
tation or to a matter so complained of before the commission—

That is exactly -the same class that was described in the
previous phrase where the number “ 63" occurs—
where the order does not relate to transportation or Is not made upon
the petition of any party.

That is the same class of cases. Then it goes on to say:

And except that where the order does not relate either to transporta-
tion or to a matter so complained of—

That is, upon the petition of the party—
the matter covered by the order shall be deemed to arise in the distriet
where one of the petitioners in court has either its prinecipal office or Its
principal operating office.

The language is absolutely conflicting and almost impossible
of construction so as to be consistent or coherent.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was about to call attention to the
very thing of which the Senator from Washington has spoken.
The whole trouble arises from the introduction by the Senate
of the amendment. If the Senate had let the House amendment
alone, the trouble could not have arisen. The Senate amend-
ment is:

Or Is not made upon the petition of any party—

Having already provided substantively with reference to cases

t“Irll:lich do not arise upon any petition at all, then it is provided
-

the venue shall be in the district where the matter complained of in the

petition before the commission arises.

It is an absolute contradietion in terms. Provision is first
made for a case in which there is no petition at all, and then the
venue is to be tested by a petition which does not exist.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I think the Senator is qnite in
error about that. It is the petition of a party. Every pro-
ceeding is commenced upon petition or it is initiated by the
commission itself. Of course there has got to be some kind of
a proceeding ; some kind of a basis for it

Mr. SUTHERLAND. How can there be a petition without a
party to the petition?

Mr. WALSH. Because the Interstate Commerce Commission
itself may institute proceedings before the Interstate Commerce
Commission. Then it is not made on petition.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not on petition, certainly.
terstate Commerce Commission does not petition itself.

The In-
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Mr. WALSH. The word “ petition” there, I apprehend, does
not necessarily imply a prayer, because the term, as the Sena-
tor from Utah well knows, is frequently used to signify the
declaration of complaint on original proceedings in any cause.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If a matter comes before a commission
or before a court upon a motion of the body itself, certainly
that matter does not arise by petition; it is a matter that 1s
brought up on the motion of the court or by the commission.
When we speak of a petition, we necessarily imply the petition
of somebody, and that somebody is a party. Then we provide
that in cases of that kind, which do not arise upon petition, the
petition, which does not exist, shall govern the matter of venue.

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, there is no question upon
this. It is already agreed to. I move—

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the Senator from
North Carolina whether it would be possible to reconsider the
vote by which amendment numbered 63 was agreed to?

Mr. OVERMAN. No, Mr. President; because the matter has
been in conference: it has been agreed to by the House of
Representatives, and it is out of our hands. This can be cor-
rected by future legislation if there is any trouble about it.
but it ean not be now corrected here. It has passed beyond

that stage. The language was not put in the bill on the floor.

of the Senate, but it came from the other body.

Mr, CLAPP. While it may be better to let the matter go, to
be subsequently corrected, I would not want to sit in the Cham-
ber and be estopped by a declaration that a motion for the
adoption of a conference report is no less subject to reconsid-
eration in this body than any other motion, though I quite
agree with the Senator from North Carolina that perhaps, in
view of the situation, it is better to let this go now and cofrect
it by subsequent legislation.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr, President, while there is some
little confusion in the language, I do not think there will be
any trouble in the proper court taking jurisdiction. I do not
believe, as a matter of practice, in the interpretation of this
law and its enforcement that there can be any difficulty about
the court taking jurisdiction and placing the venue in the place
where the matter arose. Although it was not supported by a
petition, the court would not be deterred by the inaccurate use
of that language without explanation to forego a jurisdiction
manifestly intended to be vested in if.

My own judgment is that it will not lead to any serious dis-
turbance in the administration of this law; but, granted, we are
really consuming time unnecessarily. It is impossible for us
to correct this matter now. If this bill were to go back to con-
ference we would be confronted with difficulties. I have no idea
that there is a quorum of the House of Representatives in the
city of Washington, and it would be absolutely futile for us to
throw this bill back into conference unless we intend to in-
definitely postpone it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let me ask the.Senator from Virginia
this question: He thinks it is a matter that would be easily
taken care of. The language of the provision now is that where
the order * is not made upon the petition of any party the venue
shall be in the district where the matter complained of in the
petition before the commission arises.”

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think——

Mr. SUTHERLAND, Just a moment. That is the test of
jurisdiction or of venue. Let me ask the Senator this question:
Suppose that an order is made hereafter not upon the petition
of any party, where is the venue of that order?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It will be held where the cause of
action arose under it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Oh, no; it does not say so.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I think that is the way the court
would interpret it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Where does the Senator find that pro-
vision?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. That is, if the court treated the
language “in the petition” as having been obliterated, as hav-
ing no intelligent application to the case, they would place the
venue where the cause of action arose,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But this is an exception, and it must
be tested by its own provision. That exception is that where
the order *is not made upon the petition of any party the venue
shall be in the district where the matter complained of in the
petition "—which does not exist—*Dbefore the commission
arises.”

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. My inferpretation of the provision,
that when the order does not relate to transportation or is not
made upon the petition of any party the venue shall be in the
district where the matter complained of in the petition before
the commission arises, is that they will treat it as if the words

“complained of in the petition” were omitted from the statute
entirely.

Mr. POINDEXTER. My, President

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The court would treat it in fixing
the venue as if those words were omitted from the statute, be-
cause they can not be controlling, they can not be pertinent,
when no petition has been filed. Therefore the court would treat
those words as omitted and fix the venue in the place where the
matter complained of arose. I do not believe that there will be
the slightest difficulty in the way of the court in giving an in-
terpretation that would fix the jurisdiction exactly as the statute
intended it to be fixed. It is a little——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. In one moment I will yield to the
Senator.

It is a little inaccurately expressed; there is a little confusion
in the language; I can not undertake to gainsay that: but I be-
l[el\I'erit is a confusion for which the courts would readily find
relief.

Now, I will say to the Senator from Washington that I was
occupying the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from Utah
[Mr. SUTHERLAND].

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator from Utah will allow me,
before the Senator from Virginia takes his seat I will say that I
know courts frequently do relieve statutes of patent inconsistencies
by disregarding certain words which have no meaning when the
statute can not be construed without such action. The sentence
which the Senator has read, it is true, might be so construed;
but how would the Senator relieve the embarrassment which
comes up in the next phrase, which not only includes a word
which is withont meaning but states an exactly opposite and
contrary venue? The phrase which the Senator has just dis-
cussed fixes the venue in the district where the matter arises, if
we leave out the words which the Senator says a court will
leave out. The next one fixes it in the same class of cases
upon an entirely different rule, namely, in the district “ where
one of the petitioners in court has either its principal office or
its prinecipal operating office "—an exactly opposite rule in the
same class of cases. The fact of the ease is, there is no oeca-
slon at all to have that clause in the statute. It merely repeats
a statement of the same class of cases and provides a different
venue for them. T would state, merely by way of suggestion,
for there is apparently no way of correcting it now, that the
provision would be cleared up if you would strike out entirely
the words “complained of in the petition before the commis-
sion,” and then strike out further, beginning with the word
“and,” in line 23, the remainder of that line, all of lines 24
and 25, and lines 1 and 2 on page 38, down to the word “ office,”
and including that word in line 3 on page 38. With those
words stricken out the provision would be complete and would
be perfectly clear. ”

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia.
in the stage——

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator will allow me to com-
plete my sentence—that would cover every possible case. In
the first place, in those cases which arise npon petition the
venue would be in the district in which the petitioner resided
upon whose petition the order was made, and in those cases
which do not relate to transportation and are not brought upon
petition the venue would be where the cause of action arises.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I agree with the suggestion of
the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] as to what might be
called the ambiguous or unfortunate use of the words referred
to, but I am inclined to agree with the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. MARTIN] as to the manner in which the court would con-
strue the provision. The provision reads:

Or Is nct made upon the petition of any party, the venue shall he
in the district where the matter complained of in the petition before
the commission arlses.

The words “in the petition " are, of course, in a sense merely
explanatory of the complaint. There might not be a technienl
petition, and yet in contemplation of law there would be a peti-
tion in whatever form a matter arose before the commission,
and it seems to me that the court would not have very much
difficulty in arriving at the conclusion that what Congress in-
tended in its unfortunate use perhaps of the langunge was that
the venue should rest where the subject matter complained of
arose. I think that would be the construction of it.

Now, as to the suggestion which has been made by the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. PorspexTer]. I do not exnctly
cateh his suggestion, but the provision goes on to say:

And except that where the order does not relate either to transporta-
tion or to a matter so complained of before the commission—

The trouble is that the bill is not
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If it arose out of a proposition covered by neither one of those
expressions, then—
the matter covered by the order shall be deemed to arise in the district
where one of the petitioners In court has either its principal office or
its operating office.

Does not the Senator from Washington think that that covers
a venue which is not covered by the other propositions at all,
because one of the others relates alone to transportation and
the other to the matter complained of ; but when neither matter
is covered; that is to say, where the matter before the com-
mission relates neither to transportation nor the matter com-
plained of, the venue shall be at the principal place of business.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, it seems to me that it
deseribes the same class of cases described in the clause imme-
diately preceding. I do not see how a matter could be com-
plained of before the commission unless it is complained of by

- petition, and in all that class of cases where complaint is
made by petition and where it relates to transportation the
venue is stated in amendment No. 62. Where it is not com-
plained of by petition and does not relate to transportation the
venue is stated in amendment 63, They cover all cases, but
o third venue is stated for the same class of cases.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I want to add just a word
with respect to this discussion. The significance of the language
is to be determined in connection with the proceedings before
the Interstate Commerce Commission. Those proceedings be-
long to two classes. One class are proceedings that are initiated
upon the petition of a party; the other class are proceedings
that are initiated by the Interstate Commerce Commission
itself. The language was intended to cover the venue of both
of those classes.

The first provision covers the cases in proceedings Initiated
upon the petition of a party in relation to transportation, while
the other is intended to cover the cases in proceedings initiated
by the commission itself and not brought by any party at all.
When the commission itself initintes proceedings it does so
upon some foundation, some charge, some writing. That may
not be properly denominated by the word “ petition,” but no
one doubts what the significance of the word there is. Exactly
the same difficulty would arise if you should cut out the words
“of the pefition” and should say that “the venue shall be
where the matter complained of arose,” but inasmuch as no
one has filed any technical complaint you might say that the
matter is not complained of. Of course if you give an exceed-
ing technical meaning to the language there could be no com-
plaint without a party who is complaining, and yet the avord
* petition ” is frequently used—and used in many of the code
States—simply to designate the initial pleading upon which
proceedings are institnted, and that is undoubtedly what it
means here,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, it may be that the courts
will come to relieve this situation and straighten out this mat-
ter. As has been said by the chairman of the committee, the
matier has passed the point where this body can do anything
about it; but I can not let the matter be finally disposed of
without saying that it is a piece of exceedingly loose legislation.
It is so unhappily worded and there is so much confusion in it
that a responsible legislative body like the Senate of the United
States onght to be ashamed to let it go upon the statute books.

Mr. OVERMAN. I will say to the Senator that if he feels that
way about it it is his duty as a Member of the Senate to intro-
duce a resolution to correct it. It can be done in that way.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, May I ask the Senator from
North Carclina whether amendment No. 61 has passed beyond
consideration here?

. Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. Does the Senator wish to know what
has been done with that amendment?

Mr. CUMMINS. I should like to kunow.

Mr. OVERMAN. The House agreed to the Senate amendment
introduced by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa], which
struck out those lines.

Mr. CUMMINS. So it has really gone beyond the jurisdiction
of the Senate?

Mr. OVERMAN. Yes.

+ Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Absolutely.

Mr. CUMMINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator
from North Carolina to some inaptness in that amendment. I
read: f
« Nothing herein contained shall be deemed to affect the tenure of any

of the judges now acting as circuit judges by appointment under the
terms of sald act.

' These judges are not acting as circuit judges. They are cir-
cnit judges, and were o appointed definitely by authority of the
statute.

IL——353

‘Again, it says: == e Wt

But such judges shall continue to act under assignment, as in the said
act provided, as judges of the district courts,

They are not assigned to act as judges of the district courts.
The statute says that they—

8hall hold office during good behavior. and from time to time shall
be designated and assigned by the Chief Justice of the United States
for service in the district court of any district, or the circuit court of
appeals for any cireuit.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the Senator's permission,
I will suggest that while that is true, they not having been
assigned to any of the circuit courts at the time when we abol-
ished the Commerce Court, leaving them with no active duties
except those connected with the Commerce Court, is it not ap-
propriate to speak of them as now being assigned by this legis-
lation, or making provision for their being assigned by this
legislation, to duty in the district courts? If the Commerce
Court were to be continued, of course, then the language of the
original law would determine under what circumstances the
Jndges would be assigned to duty in the distriet courts: but the
law being changed and the Commerce Court being abolished
Lefore they have been so assigned, it seems to me it is entirely
proper that this language shounld be used in the law for the pur-
pose of indicating that while they have not been assigned as
contemplated by the original law, being situnated as they are,
provision is now made for their direct assignment.

Mr. CUMMINS. That is the very thing of which I complain.
I think the present bill ought to provide for their disposition
in the future; but, unfortunately, it simply provides for their
disposition in the manner provided in the original law. The
original aect does not contemplate their assignment as district
Judges, although it does contemplate their assignment for cer-
tain services in the district courts.

I am calling this matter to the attention of the Senator from
North Carolina, not to embarrass or delay the consideration
of the report; but to me it is obvious that if we intend to keep
these five judges—or four judges, rather; I am not sure about
this. I was about to say that whoever drew this amendment
overlooked the fact that we had abolished the office of one of
them, at least. Idonotremember whether the Housepassed the
bill in which that was done or not. But whether that be so or
not, we ought to make definite disposition of these judges in a
law to control the future, now that the Commeree Court has
been abolished, and ought not to refer to the disposition which
the original law made of the judges, under the direction of the
Chief Justice.

I had it in mind also to call the attention of the Senator
from North Carolina to the second line on page 38. The Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. PorspexTeER] and the Senator from
Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND] have developed what they regard as
inadequacies in that section. Whether they be right or not,
however, the use of the words * where one of the petitioners in
court has either ifs principal office or its principal operating
office” ean not properly describe the situation. There are no
petitioners in court in such cases until a suit is brought. and
it is the venue of the suit to be brought which is intended to be
provided for in this bill.

I can not close without expressing my regret that I hap-
pened not to be present when this part of the bill was con-
sidered by the Senate, and I am very sorry that the House
had an opportuniiy to recede from its original proposition.

Mr. OVERMAN. The House, I think, intended to copy very
nearly the langnage of the amendment of the Senator from
Iowa to the original appropriation bill. Whether this was cov-
ered in the bill or not, I am sorry the Senator from Utah and
the Senator from Iowa were not here when the bill was con-
sidered, as I am sure if they had been they would have poiunted
out the inconsistency. I hope it may be corrected in the future
by a resclution or by a bill.

I now move that the Senate concur in amendment No. 107,
which is with regard to the Red Cross building.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Qwex in the chair). As
amended by the House?

Mr, OVERMAN. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro-
lina moves that the Senate agree to amendment No. 107, as
amended by the House. ;

Mr. CUMMINS. Does that mean that the Senate recedes
from the amendment?

Mr. OVERMAN. No; the Senate concurs in the House amend-
ment. The House concurred in the Senate amendment, but
ndded these words, making the chairman of the Committee on
the Library, who is the chairman of the joint committee, a
member of the commission.
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, may L ask the Senator to let
that amendment be passed over for a few minutes? I am in-
formed that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burrox] desires to
speak for just a few moments on it.

Mr. OVERMAN. Then I make the motion, en bloe, that the
Senate recede from its amendments Nos. 10, 11, 27, 28, 29,
30, 31, 32, 33, 82, 93, and 97. They contain the Angelo Albano
and Mexican claims, the appropriation for mints and assay
offices, the memorial bridge, the automobile for the Vice Presi-
dent, and the extra month’s pay to the employees of Congress.

Mr. WALSH. Before that is done I should like some infor-
mation from the Senator from North Carolina concerning the
appropriation for mints and assay offices, and what the attitude
of the House was with respect to the matter.

Mr. OVERMAN. In regard to that, the conferees on the
part of the Senate would not yield. They insisted on the Sen-
ate amendments, knowing how the Senator from Montana and
other Senators felt about them. The House conferees said:
“Then we will take the matter to the floor of the House.”
They took it to the floor of the House, and the House refused
to agree to the Senate amendments. The House conferees
called our attention to this fact, however. I do not think the
Senator from Montana was here last year at the time there
was a great question before the Senate as to whether or not we
would abolish these mints absolutely. The House had repeat-
edly voted to do it. The Senate refused to agree to it. The
question was whether or not we would pass the great appro-
priation bill. We had it in conference here for a week, and all
night long one night, and we made a compromise about 3
o'clock in the morning. The compromise was that we should
do away with some 34 policemen, cut in two the contingent
expenses of the mints, and the mints should stand. That was
agreed to.

The House conferees ealled our attention to the compromise
that was made about four months ago. We told them how in-
sistent the Members from the West were in favor of these mints,
but they would not yield. They referred the matter back to
the House, and the House stood by its original position.

This question will come up again in the next appropriation
bill, doubtless, and whenever it does come up the House of Rep-
resentatives evidently will insist upon the abolition of these
mints. They have done it two times, I think, if not three differ-
ent times. The Senate has refused to yield. On this matter,
which ig only in reference to the contingent expenses of the
mints for the next six months, I hope Senators will agree to
yield their opposition upon those amendments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the motion
to recede is agreed to.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia.
amendments?

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion of the Senator
from North Carolina was that the Senate recede from its
nmelg]meuts numbered 10, 11, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 83, 82, 93,
and 97.

Mr. OVERMAN. Now, I eall up amendment numbered 107.

Mr, BURTON. As I understand, the only modification in
this respect is that the chairman of the House Committee on the
Library is added to the commission which has the duty of ap-
proving the plans and site of the building?

Mr. OVERMAN. That is all.

Mr. BURTON. I do not think there is any objection to that.

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House to Senate amendment 107.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved that the Senate
concur in amendment No. 107, as amended?

Mr. OVERMAN. The House has agreed to amendment 107,
which was a Senate amendment with an amendment. Now the
question is whether we shall concur in the House amendment.
I move that we concur.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend-
ment is concurred in, and the conference report is agreed to.

SENATOR TILLAMAN'S RETROSPECT OF 18 YEARS.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, in the Recorp of October 7 I
find that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]
asked unanimous consent to have printed in the Recomrp two

cartoons designated * Senator TiLLmaNx's allegorical cows.”
* Those were allowed to be printed in the Recorp by unanimous
consent of the Senate, nobody objecting., Therefore, of course,
I have nothing more to say further than that if I had been
present I should have objected to those cartoons going into the
REcorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that
that has been reconsidered, and they will not go into the perma-
nent RECORD.

The Senate recedes from its

Mr. SMOOT. They will not go into the permanent REcorn?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter is to be printed as
a document.

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any objection whatever to its being
printed as a public document; but I did want to make my posi-
tion clear, not only to the Senate, but to every member of the
Joint Committee on Printing of the House of Representa-
tives——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the
matter is to be printed as a public document and is not to ap-
pear in the permanent RECORD.

Mr. SMOOT. Then I will be content with what I have
already said.

ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that when the Senate ad-
journs to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o'clock meridian on -
Thursday.

The motion was agreed to.

BAN FRANCISCO WATER SUPPLY.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I offer a resolution, which I ask
may be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 101) was read, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is here
directed to furnish the Senate with the tollowinf information : i

1. The drainage area east of La Grange on the Tuolumne River, Cal.

2, The run-off from said drain:l_go area by years or seasons and for
such a period of time as the records will permit.

3. The total area of land irrigable or that can be irrigated from this
river and for which the waters of the Tuolumne River and tributaries
can be put to beneficlal use. -

4, The guantities of waters that can be stored in feasible reservoir
gites on the river and {ts tributary streams,

5. The quantities of water that it is deemed advisable to store for
?:l:}ieﬂc]a] use of the lands properly irrigable from said stream or tribu-

es.

6. The drainage area and run-off of such part of sald total drainage
area as may then be avallable as a water supply for incorporated cities
and towns, the capacities of feasible reservoir sites within said area
after Eﬁovislon is made for beneficial use of the lands properly irrigable
from these sources, and the guantity of water per day in ﬁﬂ lons that

e

;\muld be available as a water supply for such incorporated citles and
oOWnE.

7. That he be directed to furnish the same Information for the Stanls-
lans River east of Knights Ferry;

8. For the Mokelumne River east of Clemento: and

9. For the Consumne River east of Michigan Bar.

Mr. BORAH. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the resolution.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A request has been made by
the Senator from Idaho for the present consideration of the
resolution which has just been read. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none. . .

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the
resolution.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Idaho consider an amendment to the resolution?

Mr. BORAH. I will

Mr. POINDEXTER. ‘I should like to suggest, as an amend-
ment, that the information called for in the resolution include
n separate statement of the amount of flow in the Eleanor and
Cherry tributaries, which, with the Hetch Hetchy, make the
Tuolumne River, and that it include a statement of the amount
of power that is capable of being developed in each one of those
three streams, stated separately. The importance of this, it
seems to me, is that the Eleanor and Cherry tributaries of the
Tuolumne are outside of the national park, while the Hetch
Hetchy, one of the three constituent parts of the proposed
project, is in the park. 3

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no objection to the
amendment if the Senator will state it se that the Secretary
can take it down.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yill the Senator state the
proposed amendment?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will state it.
the close of the resolution, the following:

That the statement Include a separate statement of the average an-
nual flow of water in the Cherry, Lake Eleanor, and Hetch Hetchy
tributaries of the Tuolumne, and a separate statement of the amount of

hydroelectric power capable of being developed in each one of these
three tributarles of the Tuolumne.

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to make an inquiry of the Sena-
tor from Idaho if the Senator from Washington is through.

Mr. POINDEXTER. 1 am through. I understand that the
Senator from Idaho accepts the amendment.

Mr. BORAH. I accept the amendment in so far as I'can
do so.

Mr. NORRIS. My attention was diverted and I did not hear
the reading of the resolution. I wish the Senator from Idaho
would be kind enough to state the substance of it.

I propose to add, at
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Mr. BORAH. The object of ihe resolntion is to get the
amount of annual flow and the run-off in the different streams
which may be involved in the discussion of the Hetch Hetchy
matter when it comes up the 1st of December. It asks the
Secretary of the Interior to make a report upon the different
physieal facts which will throw light upon that question. I
do not think it is a thing that anyone could object to, as it is
solely for the purpose of acquiring information.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinigshed busi-
ness, which will be stated.

The Secrerary. A bill (8. 136) to promote the welfare of
Ameriean seamen in the merchant marine of the United States;
to abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty for desertion
and to secure the abrogation of treaty provisions in relation
thereto; and to promoie safety at sea.

My, LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent that the un-
. finished business be temporarily laid aside.

The PRESIDING OFLIICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

Mr. BORAIL. Now, I ask, if no one desires to make a sug-
gestion, for the adoption of the resolution as amended.

Mr. NOLRItIS. I should like to have it read as it has been
amended.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
proposed resolution as amended.

The Secretary read the resolution (8. Res. 101) as amended,
as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is hereby,
directed to furnish the Senate with the following information :

1. The drainage area east of La Grange on the Tuolumne River, Cal.

2, The run-off from said drainage area by years or seasons and for
suclh a period of time as the records will permit.

#. The total area of land irrigable or that can be irrigated from
this river and for which the waters of the Tuolumne River and tribu-
taries can be put to beneficial use.

4. The quantities of waters that can be stored In feasible reservoir
gites on the river and its tributary streams.

5. The quantities of water that it is deemed advisable to store for
bo]rtlef;elsil use of the lands properly irrigable from gaid stream or
tributaries,

G. The drainage area and run-off of such part of said total drainage
nrea as may then be available as a water supply for incorporated cities
and towns: the capaclties of feasible reservoir sites within said area,
after provision 1s made for beneficial use of the lands properly irrigable
from these sources; and the quantity of water per day In gallons that
would be avallable as a water supply for such incorporated cities and
towns.

7. That he be directed to furnish the same Information for the
Stanislaus River east of Knights Ferry;

S, For the Mokelumne River east of Clemento; and N

9. For the Consumne River east of Michigan Bar.

10. That the statement include a separate statement of the average
annnal flow of water in the Cherry, Lake Eleanor, and Hetch Hetchy
tributaries of the Tuolumne, and a separate statement of the amount
of hydroselectric power capable of being developed in each one of these
three tributaries of the Tuolumne.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
resolution as amended.

Mr, ASHURST, Mr, President, obviously what I am going
to say will not be pertinent to this subject, but—-

Mr. BORAH. Could we not have the resolution disposed of
first? I understand there is no objection to it

Mr. ASHURST. Very well.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the
resolution as amended.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

DUSINESS OF TIIE SESSION.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, a moment ago a motion was
made and earried that when the Senate adjourns to-day it
adjourn until Thursday next. I am a new Senator here, and
would be presumptuous if I attempted to put my limited
experience into the scales against the experience of elder Sena-
tors. But I warn the Senate, I warn especially the Democratic
Members of the Senate, that no party can fool the American
people. Let us either manfully work or manfully adjourn.

I protest with all the vehemence of which I am capable
against trying to make the American people believe that we are
at work when we are not. On the calendar there are 40 or 50
bills that have been reported. They should be passed or
defeated. Is the United States Senate afraid to meet the bills
that are upon the ealendar? Is any Senator afraid to vote
yea or nay on the bills? - :

We are drawing salaries paid to us for performing our duties,
and I again protest, and shall contiuue to protest, against a
procedure of pretending to be at work when we are not.
Now, why may we not meet at 2 o'clock every afternoon and
take up the calendar? Many Dbills of great importance to the
counfry are pending on that calendar requiring attention.
There is an enormous work and an immense responsibility just
ahead of the Democratic Party. The serious economic condi-

tions facing us require that we give studious, assiduons, and
careful attention to legislation in addition to the tariff and the
CUrrency.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, as a usual rule I concur
in pretty nearly everything that the Senator from Arizona
puts forth in the Senate, but I must say I ean not eoncur with
him in resisting the motion to adjourn over until Thursday.
Unquestionably the Democratic Party is pledged to the enact-
ment of a currency bill. That bill is now being considered by
the Committee on Banking and Currency of the Senate. Every
time we take an adjournment for only a day the members of
that commitiee desire to attend the session of the Senate and
it retards the operation of the committee in the hearings as
well as it will retard it in the consideration of the bill. It is a
very important measure. YWe are trying to expedite it in every
way that we ecan, and each one of these sessions from day to
day, instead of an adjournment for three days at a time, is
bound to make a delay in the ultimate consideration and deter-
mination by the Senate of the bill. It being considered one of
the great bills, it being absolutely necessary that it should be
considered by the Senate, it seems to me that an adjournment
for three days at a time is a proper course for the Senate to take.

CONTRIBUTIONS FOR CAMPAIGN PURPOSES.

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President——

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesofa will
state his point of order.

Mr. CLAPP. Have we finished the morning business?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired.

Mr. CLAPP. Then I call for the unanimous-consent agree-
ment, under which the Senate agreed to proceed to the consid-
eration of the bill (8. 192) to limit the use of campaign funds
in presidential and national elections, I will say that I am in
hearty accord with what the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
AsnursT] has said, and I would like now to proceed to the con-
sideration of this legislation.

Mr..MARTIN of Virginia.
sent to take up the bill. .

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. The Senator from Minnesota has
simply to ask the Chair to lay it before the Senate.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The regular order I understand
is to lay the bill to which the Senator from Minnesota refers
before the Senate.

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the bill (8. 192) to limit the use of campaign funds in presi-
dential and national elections. The bill will be read.

The Secretary read the bill, which had been reported from
the Committee on Privileges and Elections with amencinents.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I suggest the absence of a quorun.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

It was agreed by unanimous con-

Ashurst Gronna Overman Smith. Ga.
Bacon Hollis Owen Smith, AMd,
Bradley Lane Page Smoot
Brady MeCumber Poindexter Sutherland
Bryan Martin, Va. FPomerene Thomas
Burton Martine, N. J. Shafroth Thompson
Chamberlain Myers Sheppard Tillman
Clapp Nelson SBhields Vardaman
Cummins Norris Simmons Walsh
Fletcher 0'Gorman Smith, Ariz. Williams

The VICE PRESIDENT.. Forty Senators have answered to
the roll call. There is not a quornm present.

AMr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Senate adjourn.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, a parlinmentary inquiry. If in
order, I ask that the names of the absentees be ecalled.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion to adjourn has already
been made and must be first passed upon.

Mr. CLAPP. All right.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Virginia that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was not agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the roll of absentees be called.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the names
of absent Senators.

The Secretary called the names of absens: Senators, and Mr.
Bristow and Mr, TrHorxToN answered to their names when
called.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-two Senators have answered
to the roll eall. There Is not a quorum present.

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be directed
to request the attendance of absentees.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion o2
the Senator from Minnesota.

The motion was agreed to.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant at Arms is instructed
to request the attendance of absent Senators

Mrp, CUMMINS. In behalf of my colleague [Mr., Kexvox], I
desire to announce that he is detained from the Senate by illness
in his family.

Mr. CLAPP. If it were not for the fact that we have already
had a quorum here this morning, I would not have asked for
this order, but in view of the fact that the Recorp shows we
have had a quorum I think it is only fair that we should send
for absentees.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator from
Minnesota that I would be very reluctant to see the Senafe
adjourn, but I knew that more than a majority of Senators
were away or were leaving the city, When the roll was called
this morning many Senators eame to me and stated that they
were going away. I had the greatest difficulty by personal ap-
peal in keeping Senators here until we disposed of the defi-
ciency appropriation bill, and a number told me that imme-
diately after that they were going to leave. I believe there is
barely a quornm in the city now, and that is the reason why I
moved an adjournment. The motion was not made on acecount
of any hostility to the bill, but owing to the circumstances.

Mr, LEWIS, Mr. STONE, Mr. REED, and Mr. STERLING
entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, I desire to announce that the
junior Senator from Delaware [Mr., Savrssury] is absent on
important business, and that he is paired with the junior Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr].

Mr. LA FOLLETTE and Mr. WEEKS entered the Chamber
and answered to their names.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present. Without objection,
further proceedings under the call will be dispensed with. The
bill is being considered as in Committee of the Whole. The com-
mittee have reported certain amendments, which will be stated.

The first amendment of the Committee on Privileges and
Elections was, in section 1, on page 1, line 6, after the word
“gend,” to insert “ or to furnish to be sent or transmitted, or to
carry or cause to be sent or carried,” so as to read:

That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, corporation,
association, or committee, or any officer or agent of any person, firm,
corporation, a iation, or ittee, to send or to furnish to be sent
or transmitted, or to earry or cause to be sent or carried, any money or
other thing of value from any State or Territory of the United States
to any person, firm, corporation, association, or committee in any other
State or Territory of the United States, including the District of
Columbia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment. K"

The amendment was agreed to.

BANKING AND CURRENCY.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to inter-
rupt the proceedings just a moment, because I find it necessary
to go to a committee meeting.

I have been engaged, as the other members of the Banking
and Currency Committee have been engaged, constantly upon
the bill now pending before that committee. The committee has
been proceeding as rapidly as it could. It has been the hope, I
think, of all Members of Congress that the bill should be re-
ported as soon as a proper consideration could be had, and that
when reported it might be promptly considered by the Senate.

I have said that I have been absent from the Senate much of
the time because of service upon that committee. If I had not
been working on the committee, I would have been in my seat
in the Senate and would not have occasion to make the state-
ment I am about to make or to complain of what has transpired.

Mr. President, I find that we have now a unanimous-consent
agreement, entered into on October 9, to consider Senate bill
192, to limit the use of eampaign funds in presidential and na-
tional elections; we have another unanimous-consent agreement,
entered into on the same date, to consider the bill (8. 136) to
promote the welfare of American seamen in the merchant ma-
rine; there is another unanimous-consent agreement to consider
the bill (H. R. 7207) granting to the city and county of San
Francisco certain rights of way, which agreement provides that
the bill shall*be voted on before adjournment on the calendar
day of Saturday, December G; and there is a further unanimous-
consent agreement providing for the consideration on December
8 of the bill (8. 48) to authorize the President of the United
States to locate, construct, and operate railroads in Alaska.

Mr. President, I do not know just how soon the Banking and
Currency Committee can report the bill now before it. That it
will report it at the earliest possible day is, in my opinion,
without question. I am simply expressing my individual opin-
ion, but it is an opinion based upon the attitude of the members

of the committee. When the bill comes before the Senate it
will be the most important bill we have had before us since my
membership here, at least; and, as I have said, it ought to
receive prompt and careful consideration. If we continue to
enter into unanimous-consent agreements fixing arbitrary dates
for the consideration of various measures, when that bill does
srrive in the Senate the legislative road will be so obstructed
by unanimous-consent agreements that delay in the considera-
tion and passage of the currency bill will be inevitable, the de-
gree of delay depending, of course, upon the number of unani-
mous-consent agreements entered into and depending upon the
length of the debate which may ensue.

For my part, if I were to be permitted to sit here in the Sen-
ate, instead of being upon the Banking and Currency Committee,
I would refuse to give unanimous consent unless it were a mat-
ter to be then and there acted upon and disposed of. I am
now calling the attention of Senators who want to see bank-
ing and currency legislation enacted within a reasonable time
to the fact that unanimous-consent agreements are likely fo pre-
vent prompt consideration and passage of that bill or any other
important bill which may come before us, and I am taking this
opportunity to suggest that we ought not to grant unanimous
consent further. As I have stated, if I could be here on the
floor I would myself make the ohjection.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask my col-
league a question. The unanimous-consent agreements to which
my colleagne refers, at least the two more important ones, as I
understand, have reference to dates in December—one to De-
cember 1 and the other to December 8—at the next regular
session. There is a unanimous-consent agreement affecting the
bill which the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crare] is now
seeking to bring before the Senate. I should think there wonld
be no obstacle in the way of bringing that up, if the Senage
cares to take it up on its merits, so far as banking and currency
legislation goes, if I judge correctly as to the likelihood of get-
ting that legislation before the Senate. 1 should like to ask
the Senator from Missouri when the Senate can probably expect
the currency bill to be reported, and, in this view, do the
unanimous-consent agreements for the next session, in the opin-
ion of the Senator, stand in the way of eurrency legislation?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I can best answer that question
by simply stating the facts—and, mark you, I do not profess to
be speaking for the committee; I can only give my own opinion
as a member of the committee. The hearings, by resolution of
the committee, are to be terminated on the 25th of this month.
There is constantly a greater demand for hearings, and there are
awaiting the committee to-day probably 25 or 30 men who desire
to be heard. The committee in fixing the date of October 25
thought they were fixing as short a time for hearings as was
proper. When those hearings are terminated, of course, the
committee will immediately take the bill up for consideration.
That there will be many amendments offered in the committee
I think I ean say without challenge—I mean by that that my
statement to that effect will go without challenge. In order to
discuss and to dispose of those amendments the committee must
have a reasonable amount of time. I can not tell how long or
how short that time will be and, therefore, I can not say when
the committee will be able to report; but I ean say that it will
report with all diligence, as it will work to the extent of the
physical ability of its members in order to accomplish a result,

I am constrained to speak in this conservative way, Mr, I'resi-
dent, because this bill involves the entire currency system of the
United States and it involves to a greater or less extent the
entire banking system of the United States. Every man who
has given a question of that kind a moment’s serious reflection
and consideration knows that haste is the highest sort of unwis-
dom and that because of the serious nature of the questions
involved, care and thought ought to be given; but at the same
time because of the weighty nature of the propositions and their
importance to the country prompt action and consideration
should be had; by all of which I mean to say that just as the
question is important, it ought to be gravely considered, and
just as it is important it ought to be promptly considered and
acted upon.

Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. President, I should like, if he will
permit me, to make one suggestion to the Senator from Missouri
while he is on his feet. I will occupy only a moment. I agree
with the Senator very heartily in what he has said as to the
gravity and importance of the problem to be solved, but I
should like to have him state while he is on his feet, since it
has been suggested that probably some effort has been made in
the committee by certain Senators to delay action, whether or
not there is any foundation for that statement?

Mr. REED. Why, Mr. President, I have not seen the slightest
manifestation on the part of any Senator on the committee of a
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desire to delay this bill one moment. I almost regret that the
question was asked, and I almost regret that it is necessary to
answer that kind of a guestion; but I know the Senator asked
it because there has been some criticism

Mr. VARDAMAN. Some intimation that that was true.

Mr. REED. In the public press to that effect.

Mr. President, there are possibly in this world some men
wise enough to know just how fo frame a great bill that will
work perfectly when it is applied to the banking and currency
system of the United States, but unfortunately the members of
this committee, being all human beings and possessed of ordi-
nary fallibility, judgment, and Hmitations of knowledge, find it
necessary to make some inquiries and to endeavor fo learn
something about ihe subject with which they are dealing.
Therefore the members have asked every man appearing be-
fore the committee such questions as were suggested, and I
can say for my own part, speaking only in reference to my in-
dividual limitations, that there has not been a man who has
appeared before the commiitee who has not given me some
light I did not theretofore possess.

I believe the members of the commiftee will be able to agree
upon a bill regardless of party alignment. I have seen no dis-
position manifested to draw party lines on this bill. It has
seemed to me that every member of the committee has been
doing the best he ean do.

Now, Mr. President, once and for all with reference io this gues-
tion of delay, I will say that the tariff bill reached the Senate
on the 9th day of May. It passed the Senate on the Oth day of
September, and finally became a law on October 3. It was held
in conference for a longer time than the eurrency bill has been
before the committee, and yet the tariff is a question that has
been discussed ever sinee most of us can remember. The two
parties had adopted their respective policies, and when the
election was held and the Demoerats were returned to power it
was known that 2 certain policy was to be followed, and all that
was necessary was to fit a schedule to a known and determined
policy ; and yet, acting with great diligence and care, with great
industry and labor, it took us all that time to write a tariff
bill. Now, here is a bill that went to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency on the 18th day of September,
hefore the committee a total now, I think, of 23 days, including
Sundays. It hasnever been a party measure; it is not bottomed
upon a party policy; it is a great scheme of banking and cur-
rency to apply to the entire countiry; it is a measure upon

which our Itepublican friends have never taken a position, so

far as this particular bill is concerned, and upon which onr
party has never committed itself. It is a matter in whieh,
if we make a serious mistake, we will involve the commerce;
the industries, and the currency of the United States. It is a
question of such character that, if we act upon it wisely and

prudently. we can probably bring great benefit to the commerce

and industry of the people of the United States. But only
those who are possessed of superhuman wisdem ean act with
safety in regard to a measure of that kind without considering
it and giving the different parts of the country -an opportunity
to be heard. I believe the commitiee will speedily submit a re-
port on the bill to the Senate, considering the character and
nature of the bill. All I rose to say was that I hope when the
bill is reported the legislative highway will not be so blocked
by unanimous-consent agreements with reference to other leg-
islation as to make it impossible to pass the bill within a rea-
sonable time,

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I wish to say to the
Senator from Missouri I think the members of the Banking and
Currency Committee have a right to expect their colleagues
here to keep the way open for them. I agree with him that
we should not block the road by unanimous-consent arrange-
ments, so as to prevent the Senate from giving its entire time
to the banking and currency bill when it shall be reported.
We do not know how soon the bill will be before us; we do
not know how long it will take for us to discuss and perfect
it when it is here. It was for that reason this morning I
objected even to a request for unanimous consent by which
the time of the Senate early in January was to be set aside
for a measure suggested by the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
AsnursTt].

Mr. President, we are also entitled to the time between now
and the report of the committee for all Senators to study the
currency bill and for the committee to do its work satisfactorily.
It should not be subject constantly to ealls for the lack of a
quorum to come here to the Senate to attend our sessions. We
break up the work of the committee by our sessions now.
I think every Senator is entifled to his time to study this
measure. We should give the currency bill all of our time
until it is passed.

It has been

We have been in session a long while. Had T not found a
consent order setting a measuore for next Thursday, I should
have moved this morning a joint resolution to adjourn or to
take a recess until some time in November, the eariiest time
when the Committee on Banking and Currency might advise
that their report would be ready. But the consent order has
been given at our last session for® the seamen’s bill to come
up next Thursday, and for that reason T made no effort for a
Tecess,

I have been carefully examining these consent orders, and
I am gratified to find that thiese for December are not very
much in our way. The first is a consent order simply to begin
the consideration of a measure. Having begun it, the Senate
can dispose of it at once. It does not require us to continue the
consideration of the measure until we vote upon it. The other
consent order for December requires us to begin the considera-
tion of the measure, and requires us to vote upon it at a cer-
tain time, but does not require us to continue to consider the
measure until we dispose of it.

Therefore I do not think those consent orders for December,
nnless they are amended, will seriously hinder the work of
the Senate, and if any effort is made to perfect them by unani-
mous cousent I hope objection will be made.

Mr. President, I hope we will so shape our work as to give
our time to the banking and currency bill until we act upon it
in the Senate, and allow nothing to be placed in the way to
hinder as careful consideration of the question and as speedy
action as possible,

Mr. O'GORMAN. Mr, President, the inquiry addressed by
the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Varpaaan] to the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] as to when the Banking and
Currency Committee will probably make its report leads me
to call attention to a feature of the situation about which there
is. manifestly much confusion in the public as well as in the
legislative mind.

Bankers and business men from: all sections of the counfry
have applied to the Senate commitiee for an opportunity to pre-
sent their views regarding this universally recognized great
problem confronting the American people. It has been said
from time to time that they have had ample opportunity to pre-
sent their views elsewhere. The faet is that the Banking and
Currency Committee in the House that reported this bill never
had a public hearing and never examined a single witness.

It is true that during a part of the session of the Sixiy-second
Congress the then existing Banking and Currency Committee
did hear certain witnesses. As a matter of fact, they devoted
50 hours during the year preceding the 4th of March, 1913, to
an examination bearing more or less remotely upon probable
banking and currency legislation. Of the 21 members of the com-
mittee that participated in those hearings in the Sixty-second
Congress, however, only 2 were members of the Banking and Cnr-
rency Committee in the Sixty-third Congress that reported this
bill to the House. Therefore, of the 21 members of the Bank-
ing and Currency Committee of the House at the present time
only 3 have had the opportunity of hearing business men and
bankers regarding necessary changes in our banking system.
But unless witnesses may have been examined before the Demo-
cratic members alone—and of that I am in doubt—I do know
that no witness was called at any time or given an opportunity
to be heard by the committee that stood sponsor for this bill in
the other branch of Congress.

I can well understand the surprise that must be felt through-
out the country when it is seriously questioned as to whether
business men and citizens and bankers intensely interested in
a great piece of legislation shall or shall not be aceorded the
privilege, which ought to be the right of every American citizen,
of coming before their Representatives in Congress and point-
ing out where they think a structure that is about to be erected
is wealk or faulty, when if it be wenk or faulty it will carry
in its train a mischief such as this generation has never expe-
rienced.

There is no subject upon which the thought of Congress can
be eoncentrated that so vitally affects the happiness, the pros-
perity, and the well-being of the entire country as the suliject
of banking and currency. At times I can scarcely believe my
ears or trust my eyes when I hear and read suggestions that
this important piece of legislation should be passed at once, be
the consequences to the American people what they will.

Mr. President, the members of the Banking and Currency

. Committee of the Senate have a high sense of the responsibility

under which they rest in considering the legislation now before
them, To their colleagues, if it be necessary, the assurance can
‘be given that they will discharge that responsibility and per-

form that duty as their own consciences and their own intellects
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tell them it sheuld be performed for the benefit of the American
people.

Mr. STONE. T shounld like to ask the Senator from New York
now when he thinks the Committee on Banking and Currency
will likely report this measure?
~Mr. O'GORMAN, I regret that I can not answer the ques-
tion, perhaps, as satisfactorily as the Senator would like to
have it answered. I will tell him, as his colleague told him,
that when the committee reports a bill it will have exhausted
all necessary deliberation and consideration of the subject.
Some minds move more quickly than others. Some members of
the committee can perhaps report a bill or come to a conclusion
with regard to vital points in this measure guicker than other
members,

Mr. STONE. All that is true; but the question I ask is what
the Senalor thinks as to when the bill will be reported.

Mr. O'GORMAN. I will say this: On the 25th of October the
hearings will close.

Mr. STONE. Yes; so I see.

Mr. O'GORMAN. I did not know that the Senator was
aware of that. He has been absent for some time, while we have
been taking care of these hearings.

Mr. STONE. T read that in the newspapers.

Mr., O'GORMAN, The members of the committee will then
attempt to take up the present bill section by section, with the
hope that as a result of the joint deliberation of the members
a measure will be framed free from thz defects, the blemishes,
and the deficiencies which are apparent upon this bill, although
in certain places it has been regarded as the last word on bank-
ing and currency legislation. It is possible that toward the
end of November the committee may agree upon a bill

Mr. STONE. “ Possible "—* toward the end of November™?

Mr. O'GORMAN. Yes.

Mr. STONE.- Does the Senator think the committee will be
better prepared to evolve the matter of which he speaks a month
hence than it is now? !

Mr. O'GORMAN. We have heard from bankers and business
men from the State of Missouri. I rather think some other
business men from that State may want to be heard; and, as
the Senator’s colleague assured him, I have listened to no wit-
ness before the committee without deriving benefit from the
views expressed. Therefore I have some hope and expecta-
tion——

Mr. STONE. I wish to say——

Mr. O'GORMAN. If the Senator will permit me to con-
clude—

Mr. STONE. Yes.

Mr. O'GORMAN. That every day from now up to the 25th of
October will contribute someathing to the fund of knowledge and
learning upon the subject now possessed by members of the com-
mittee.

Mr. STONE. Between now and the 25th of October is it the
purpose of this honorable committee, which has great labors
upon it, T know, and great responsibilities, to attempt the work
of considering the bill itself and the amendment of it?

Mr. O'GORMAN. No.

Mr. STONE. Doses the committee intend to wait until it is
through with all the hearings?

Mr. O'GORMAN. We intend to devote all our time in the in-
terval to hearing the views of witnesses. We can not do two
things at one time.

Mr. STONE. Oh, but you ean do two things running along
parallel lines. When we had the tariff bill up we had hearings,
and we also considered the bill in the committee. The two
things ran along somewhat together.

Mr. OGORMAN. Of course the Senator knows there are a
great many citizens who say they had no hearing before the
Finance Committee.

Mr. STONE. Oh, yes; there are a great many who said
they did not, and there were a vast number who indicated that
they wished to be heard. If we had heard every man who
wished to be heard, we would be having hearings now. What
I desire to impress upon the committee is that I have been from
the beginning, and am now, unqualifiedly and unconditionally
in favor of the consideration and disposition of currency legis-
lation at this extra session.

Mr. O'GORMAN. The Senator is not exceptional in that

attitude. T think it is true of all the Senators.
Mr. STONE. I do not think I am exceptional In it. I

will go further than that and call the attention of the honorable
Senator particularly to the fact that his colleagues on this
side of the Chamber have formally expressed themselves, by a
resolution, in favor of the consideration and disposition of bank-
ing and currency legislation at this session.

Mr. O'GORMAN. I should like to correct the faulty memory
of the Senator from Missouri. The only action taken by the

Democratic caucus was that they favored the consideration of
banking and currency legislation at this session.

Mr. STONE. Yes.

Mr. O'GORMAN.

Mr. STONE. Yes.

Mr. O'GORMAN. The caucus did not seek to impose upon
the committee the necessity of concluding its labors——

Mr. STONE. I will not undertake to join issue with the Sen-
ator without reference to the resolution itself. My remem-
brance, however, is that the resolution provided that banking
and currency legislation should be considered and disposed of.

Mr. WILLIAMS, The language was * determined,” I think.

Mr. STONE. That it should be considered and determined at
this session.

Mr, O'GORMAN. T again assure the Senator that the word
“determined " was not used in the resolution.

My. STONE. But if only the word * considered ” was used in
the resolution, I say it was the sense of the Democrats of this
body that it should be considered at this session.

Mr. O'GORMAN, It is being considered, and has been con-
sidered, while many Members——
> 1;[1'. STONE. Of course it is being considered in committee:

ut——

Mr. O'GORMAN. 1 insist upon being permitted to conclude.
It has been considered during this session, and has been con-
sidered by the members of the committee, while certain Sena-
tors who now see light and are manifesting extraordinary inter-
est in the legislation have been away from Washington, not
giving their time as required of committee members.

Mr. STONE. I assume the Senator means that as a reflection
upon me.

Mr. O'GORMAN. No; it reflects on nobody, but it is intended
to relate to those to whom it can be truly applied.

Mr. STONE. It does apply to me. I have been away for
more than two weeks. The Senator knows why I have been
away, and it is hardly a kindly reference to my absence. If I had
been in my seat every day, however, I would have had no
opportunity to consider this bill in the legislative sense. I am
trying now to ascertain in as gentle and kindly a way as I can
when I may have an opportunity to consider it.

Mr. O'GORMAN, I am afraid the Senator ig assuming too
great a labor on the first day of his return to the active work
of the Senate.

Mr. STONE. Too great a labor to ascertain a fact from a
member of the committee?

Mr. O'GORMAN. In trying to ascertain a specific date.

Mr. STONE. That is a strange remark for the Senator to
make. I did return to-day, and I ask the Senator for infor-
mation, and he says I am assuming too great a labor on the
first day of my return. I am sorry the Seuator leaves the mat-
ter at that point. It was not controversy that I sought; far
from it. T songht information, with the hope that I would
learn that we would have this measure before the Senate at
an early date, when we might take it up and consider it in the
Senate. y

Mr. O'GORMAN. T am simply giving the Senator the infor-
mation that was in substance given to him a few minutes since
by his colleague.

Mr. STONE. My colleague expressed, as he said emphat-
feally, his personal opinion. Now I turn from him to the Sen-
ator from New York to ask him his opinion.

Mr. O'GORMAN. The Senator has received if.

Mr, STONE. I do not know what it is.

Mr. O’GORMAN, T said that some time in November there
will be a report from the committee, perhaps.

Mr. STONE. * Perhaps.”

Mr, REED. Mr. President, when I rose to suggest that in
order to expedite this business unanimous-consent agreements
should not be made, that it would be unfortunate if they were
made, and that when the banking and currency bill came before
us we should find its way obstructed by these agreements, I had
no thought of provoking a discussion in regard to the bill or the
time of the report.

My colleague asked me the same question that he has asked
the Senator from New York. I only in part answered it, stat-
ing that the hearings would end on the 25th of October, and
that the committee would then immediately try to work out the
details of the bill. I might have said, as I now say, that it
seems to me as one member of the committee, that 10 or 12
days will be necessarily consumed in that work; but that is
only my own individual opinion.

It is conceded now that there must be some amendments. I
mean, it is conceded in the committee. I do not know what the
opinions of my colleagues on the committee are, except as they
are reflected in occasional remarks or by questions; but judging

It is receiving consideration.
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from those remarks I think there is a coming together of the
minds of the members of the committee with reference to cer-
tain vital propositions in the bill. That being the case, and
knowing that there are many things to consider, I think it will
take that long, and I believe we shall be able fo get a report.
TPossibly every member of the committee will not agree—

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, then the Senator from Mis-
souri does not agree with the Senator from New York that it
will take 30 days in the committee, after the hearings are closed,
before the committee will be ready to report to the Senate?

Mr. REED. I did not so understand the Senator from New
York. ;

Mr. WILLIAMS., The Senator said the hearings weuld close
on the 25th of October, and that toward the end of November,
perhaps, the eommittee would be ready to report to the Senate.

Mr. REED. I am giving my judgment, and it is a little dif-
ferent from that construction of the statement of the Senator
from New York, if he intended it in that way. I think in 8 or
10 days we ought to come to an agreement, or fo find that we
can not agree, and then have certain members come to an agree-
ment, but I may be mistaken. I know that we shall gain time
by thoroughly considering each matter and endeavoring to thrash
it ont.

Mr. President, before I leave my feet I want to say, in refer-
ence to my collengue's absence, that I know why he left the
Senate, and some other men lhere know why he left it. He
would not say, but I say, that most serious illness in his family

‘ealled him away, and that his devotion to public duty kept him
here for a good many days when I know his heart called him
elsewhere.

With reference to the suggestion my colleague made, that we
might be considering the bill while the hearings are going on,
I will say that the hearings have not been sporadic and ocei-
sional. They have begun at 10 o'clock in the morning, and they
have run throvgh the day until 5 or half past 5 or 6 o'clock in
the evening. That is abouf the limit of what a man can do.

1 wigh to say in conclusion—for I certainly did not rise lo
my feet in order to start a discussion—that under ordinary and
normsal conditions, if we were rnnning as we ordinarily do, no
one would think of asking the committee to report in haste.
Everyone would rather gladly welcome the faet that the com-
mittee was trying to find out what it ought to do. I make the
prediction that every day spent in the committee will save 10
days' discnssion and battle upon the floor of the Senate. Ier-
haps that is an overstatement, but I think I am perfectly safe
in saying that it will save much time on the floor of the Senate.

I know something of this body, although mnot., perhaps, as
much as the older Members. I know that the Senate of the
Tnited States will not railroad a banking and currency bill;
and if it should do so it would abdicate the high place it has
held in the councils of this Nation.

So, Mr. President, I renew my suggestion as to the unwisdom
of making unanimous-consent agreements now that will block
the consideration by the Senate of the banking and currency
bill when the committee is able to report.

Mr., BRISTOW. DMr. President, in connection with the re-
marks that have just been made by the Senator from Missouri,
I desire to say that I am in hearty accord with his views as to
these unanimous-consent agreements, First, I do not think it is
a good policy to have unanimous-consent agreements when there
is a bare quorum, or perhaps less than a guorum, of the Senate
present.

I have no objection to any of the agreements that have been
muade, g0 far as I am concerned. If I had been present, I would
not have objected, because I am perfeztiy willing to take up any
of these measures at the time that hag been agreed upon. But
gince the Senate and the country are interested in currency
legislation, since the committee of the Senate is devoting its at-
tention to that measure, I think, as industriously as any commit-
tee of the Senate has ever worked on any great bill, these meet-
ings of the Senate, where there is a continuous struggie for a
qunornm, necessarily break into the deliberations of the com-
mittee. To-day the larger part of the day has been interfered
with, go that our work has been delayed because of our neces-
sary attendance here in order to maintain a quornm.

Mr. CLATP. Will the Senator pardon me an interruption?

Tihe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas
yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. BRISTOW. I do.

Mr. CLAPP. Aside from the mere call of a gquorum there
hins not been a moment of the time of the committee taken up on
the subject matter of the eall of a gunorum. The entire time of
those who are members of the committee has been taken during
the consideration of this bill upon the question of the meetings
and hearings of the committee.

Mr. BRISTOW. T desire to refresh the Senator's recollec-
tion. We had a vote on an important bill that was pending
here, and it took every vote that could be secured in order to
get a constitutional majority.

Mr. CLAPP. That was before the pending bill came up, and
I think before there was a call for a quorum this morning the
first call of the Senate was a call on a yea-and-nay vote,

Mr. BRISTOW. The fact remains.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T should like to ask the Senator from Kan-
sas a question for my own information.

Mr. BRISTOW. Very well.

Mr. WILLTAMS. It seems to be settled that the hearings
before the Committee on Banking and Currency will be clesed
on the 25th.. I should like the Senator to give me his judgment
as to how much longer time will be consumed in the committee
after the hearings are closed before he thinks the committee
will be ready to report. The Senator from Missouri seems to
think 8 or 10 days, and the Senator from New York about 30.

Mr. BRISTOW. It is difiicnlt to give any satisfactory an-
swer, becanse there is a divergence of views on the part of
the members of the committee as to what provisions should be
incorporated in the bill and what changes should be made.
These differences of opinion are quite marked. They are noc
along party lines, 1 will say. They come from the convietion
and judgment of the individual members of the committee as to
what is the best thing to do.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that, and I hope—

Mr. BRISTOW. If the Senator will permit me, I will under-
take to answer his question as nearly as ean be done.

Mr. WILLTAMS. I hope that condition of things will con-
tinue to exist. :

Mr. BRISTOW. As to how long it will take the committee
to weigh the testimony which has been taken and to deliberate
upon the various amendments that are to be offered is a rather
difficult thing to approximate. :

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, it is; but I should think that the com-
mittee, having heard the testimony, ought not fo have to spend
a great amount of time either reading it or weighing if. I
know the membership of that committee so well, their intellect
so well, that I know they are weighing testimony as they go
along. Tt struck me that perhaps if they would get right down
to work, to vote upon every amendment would require not over
four days, at any rate.

Mr, BRISTOW. I can say to the Senator that that will be
utterly impossible. If we undertake to report the bill out in
four days after the hearings are closed, the eommittee would be
recreant to its duty and unworlthy of the high responsibility
placed upon it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. T should think that they could consider
the various amendments in that length of time. They under-
stand already what they are. They have heard the testimony
and they have weighed the subject matter. For myself, know-
ing each one of them intimately, I think they would hnve
formed their opinion by the time the testimony closes.

Mr. REED. May I ask the Senator from Mississippl a ques-
tion, with the consent of the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. WILLTAMS. If the Senator from Kangas yields,

Mr. BRISTOW. Certainly.

Mr. REED. What subcommittee of the Committee on Fi-
nance was the Senator on when dealing with the tariff bill?

Mr. WILLTAMS. I was on the subcommittee dealing with
three schedules of the dutiable list, and the income tax and the
administrative section and agricultoral products.

Mr. REED. How long did the Senator have those matters
before the subcommittee?

Mr. WILLIAMS. We were fixing most of them as we went
along, while we were hearing them, and a very few days after
we got through with the hearings we reported back to the main
committee; I have forgotten how many days, but I think about
five days after the hearings before the subeommittes were
closedl.

Mr. REED. That is still vague, indefinite, and uncertain——

Mr. WILLIAMS., No; it is not.

Mr. REED. Because you had hearings from day to day be-
fore parts of the committee a part of the time and then yom
would work; but, as a matter of fact, the committee, taken as
a whole, had the tariff bill under consideration from the 9th
of May.

Mr. WILLIAMS, After the subcommittees had reported
back, of course then the members of the committee who had
not an opportunity to hear the testimony before the subicom-
mittees, had to have time to read it. That is not the case with
this bill. The full committee is sitting.

Mr. REED. Now the whole committee is sitting.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes.
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Mr. REED. And it is sitting all day, not a part of the day,
and it is hearing testimony. Then, after that has been done,
various members of the committee will have their suggestions
and amendments to bring forward, and each of them will have
to be considered and discussed.

- As no one knows just what amendments will be offered or
what suggestions will be made, and as we are dealing not with
schedules but with great principles and then with the applica-
tion of those principles to a business that ramifies the country
and is as varied almost as the products of the country, it is
necessary of course to give each of those matters proper con-
sideration. It is not a question of merely voting upon certain
amendments. Therefore I say to the Senator

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator must recognize the fact that
it takes a much shorter time to settle the various opinions on
general principles than the schedules of a tariff bill.

Mr. REED. That may be true; but I know some people
thought it was an utter waste of time to take the length of time
taken by the Finance Committee in considering mere schedules.
Men who were advised knew that they had a most difficult
problem before them, and men who are advised with regard to
this matter know the same thing. A bill may be an admirable
bill for New York City and a very bad bill for the small banks
of the State of Mississippi. It may be an adiairable thing for the
business men of New York City and yet it may be a very bad
thing for the business men of Mississippi or Missouri and——

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no doubt about that.

Mr. REED. It is not merely a question of settling a general
principle, I think the general principles of this bill, speaking
in the very broad sense, are acceptable to most of the members
of the committee, but when you come to put necessary limita-
tions upon them and safeguard the variations that must be
made, you have a problem that is as intricate and as delicate as
can be imagined; and I wish, so far as I am concerned, that
gome greater man than myself—you would perhaps not have to
search far to find him—might have my place on this committee,
somebody who knew better than I know what ought to be done;
but I should not want to see somebody there who less than
myself appreciated the gravity of the work we are entering
upon,

Mre. WILLTAMS. Of course, when considering a responsible
and important question we always regret our inability to face
it with thorough information, and that is a tribute to the Sena-
tor’s honesty as well as his modesty.

But I did not intend to enter into a debate at all. T wanted,
if I could. for my own guidance and the guidance of my own con-
duct, to find out about how soon we might hope that the Dbill
would be back in the Senate.

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, I am sorry that I can not give
the Senator from Missisgippi the accurate information that he
would like to have, but I want to say, in corroboration of what
has heen said by other members of the committee, that we are
working industriously and conscientiously. I never have been a
member of a committee that has been working more industri-
ously or more conscientiously on any question than the Commit-
tec on Banking and Currency is now working on the present bill.
I do not think that legislation as grave and important as this
is, which affects the vital interests of every community in the
United States and the business fortunes of hundreds and thou-
sands of men, which may result in failure here or failure there
if mlistakes are made, should be hurried. I think that if the
committee does its duty to the Senate and to the country it
ought to know from men whose fortunes are involved in the
legislation how the provisions of the bill may affect them, not
only in one section of the country, but in all sections of the coun-
try; and having ascertained that fact as nearly as it can ba
ascertained, then we should proceed to frame the bill so as to
promote the welfare of the country and interfere as little as
possible with the normal operations of our business life. With
that in view, every member of the committee is working and
concentrating his mind upon this great question.

. I do not feel that the committee is subject to insinuating
criticisms by Members of the Senate. Members of other com-
mittees on bills no more important have taken far more time
than has been suggested even by the Senator from New York
[Mr. O'GorMAXN] in the consideration of this measure. 8o I
hope that the committee in its effort to work out the best legis-
lation that can be worked out will have the support of the Sen-
ate and the aid and help of Members of the Senate in solving
ihis problem, and not ecaptious criticism because, indeed, it seems
to them we are not making the progress that might be made if
abler men were in charge of this responsible work.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, it occurs to me that any at-
tempt improperly to hurry the Committec on Banking and Cur-
rency would be n most injudicious act.

As has been well said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bris-
T0W], the Senator from New York [Mr. O'GormMan], the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Reep], and other Senators, this is a gquestion
of extreme importance, affecting the very lifeblood, the circulat-
ing medium of the country. Knowing as I do that every hour
which this great committee devotes to the bill is profitable to
the Senate and to the country, I feel that no person should, and
that no person has attempted to hurry the committee, because
to attempt to hurry it, when it is doing all that a committee
can do, wounld be most injudicious and harmful and might result
in an illy eonsidered, misshapen law,

A Senator a moment ago reprobated the unanimous-consent
agreements. Mr. President, I do not object to the unanimous-
consent agreements. I have, and I am somewhat proud of it,
had a part in assisting to secure some of these unanimous-con-
sent agreements. I knew that the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee could not be hurried and that it ought not to be hnrried.
That committee will carefully, ealmly, and properly consider the
great measure which is before it.

The reason why I have been active in trying to promote cer-
tain unanimous-consent agreements was because I felt the
Banking and Currency Committee would require sufficient time
in which to formulate this important measure and that the
balance of the Senate ought to be equally as assiduously at work.
Here is the Banking and Currency Committee working six days
a week and many hours out of each day, and it would well be-
come the remainder of the Senate to devote its attention to
some other needful legislation.

That was one of the reasons why I took a small and unim-
portant but to me a proud part in assisting to secure the unani-
mous-consent agreement to consider the seamen’'s bill. It might
be appropriate to reflect at this time that while we were at-
tempting to secure unanimous consent fo consider the seamen's
bill, the same being a bill which has for one of its purposes the
safety of human life and the reducing of the number of aceci-
dents to ships at sea, the Volturno was on fire, and hundreds
of human lives were placed in a perilous position. . A calamity
was occurring on the high seas to this vessel, and doubtless
some lives were lost because seamen were not properly trained
In the art or the method of lowering lifeboats.

So I repeat, knowing the Banking and Currency Committee
was diligently at work; knowing that no Senators could more
earnestly desire to promote the public weal than that com-
mittee: knowing that its chairman, the Senator from Oklahoma
[Mr. OWEX], is one of the ablest, most learned, and conscien-
tious men in American public life, I justify my activity in at-
tempting to consider other business upon the hypothesis that
while that committee was at work the balance of the Senate,
the eighty-odd Senators, might proceed to other matters upon
the calendar.

In conclusion, I must not be understood by my attitude in
trying to promote other needful legislation as in any way at-
tempting, directly or indirectly, to hurry the Banking and Cur-
rency Committee. Least of all was it my intention to interpose
other business or block and impede the progress of the currency
bill when it reached the Senate. I venture the assertion that
no Senator thonght of interposing other legislation in order to
block or impede the progress of the currency bill, but many
Senators belleved that while that committee was at work the
remainder of the Senate should not stand idly by.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Mr, President, I feel like this was about
as good a time as any other to take up a few minutes of the
Senate to express a few and perhaps unnecessary remarks.

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator yield for a moment? While
the Senator is on his feet, inasmuch as the bill under considera-
tion has not been referred to yet, possibly the Senator will also
include that in the observations.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will; thank you.

Mr. CLAPP, I should like to have some little discussion of
that bill.

Mr. WILLIAMS. As a preface to the consideration of the
bill T wish to say that I hope we have not reached a time when
it will be regarded as beneath the dignity of any Senator of the
United States to be hastened in the great work of the people.
I do not say “to be hurried,” because “hurrying” is a word
involving the idea of confusion and of leaving work not per-
fected behind it. But I certainly hope that the Banking and
Currency Committee will not consider it beneath the dignity of,
the committee or of any individual member of it t0 regard the
wishes and demands of some ninety-odd milllon people as a
reason for hastening in their work.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the Senator submit to an interrups,

tion?
Mr, WILLIAMS, Certainly.
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- Mr. HITCHCOCK. I wish to state to the Senator that mem-
bers of the Banking and Currency Committee are now detained
on the floor by reason of this discussion. We had a meeting
scheduled for half past 3 to listen to a delegation of witnesses
who were to appear at that time. We would like to be released
from presence here for the purpose of attending that meeting.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; and I understand also
the purpose of the interruption. But prior to the interruption
itself the time of the Senate had been taken up explaining why
the members of the committee could not be hastened, and so I
thought 1 would suggest the idea that it was not beneath a
Senator's dignity to be hastened and not beneath the dignity of
a committee to be hastened. The idea of wanting to get through
as soon as possible with a great work for which 90,000,000 people
are waiting is not and should not be offensive to anybody who
is charged with the responsibility and labor in that connection.
I do not believe that there is a member of the committee who
will so regard it when he looks at it from a reasgonable stand-

int.
po'.\'ow, with regard to these unanimous-consent agreements, I
was perfectly willing to see unanimous consent given for the
consideration of the seamen’s bill. That is a bill involving life
and death. It involves more than that; it involves the health
of sailors on board, the prevention of the overcrowding of the
crew, and giving enough cubic feet of atmosphere for a man to
breathe and to keep in good health. It is as emergent as almost
anything else. It does not cover as broad a scope of ground as
the tariff and the eurrency bills, but within the scope that it
does cover its emergency is much more intense.

But with regard to unanimous-consent agreements generally,
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hitrcacock] is mistaken when
he thinks that no unanimous consent entered into by the Senate
will be later on used for the purpose of blocking the currency
bill.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Nebraska has made no
observation to that effect.

Mr., WILLIAMS. I meant the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
AsHurst]. I beg the Senators’ pardon. I was looking at the
right Senator. but named the wrong one. There are people
in the United States very bitterly opposeil to any reformation of
the banking and currency laws in this country in the interest
of the people. There are people who represent an invisible
board of control whose masiership and domination are being
threatened by a visible board of control, to be put in control of
the issues of cunrrency in this country and the general conduct
of its currency business. If the Senator from Arizona thinks
there will be nobody here at that time to take advantage of the
fact that unanimous consent has been given in order to keep the
ball rolling and keep the banking and currency bill off this floor,
then he has reached a state of optimism about the United
States Senate not justified by its past history. So much for
that.

Mr. BORATL. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Mississippl
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. BORATM. It is the purpose then, I understand, of the
majority that no business shall be transacted of any moment
except the unanimous-consent agreements which have already
been had until the currency bill comes in.

Mr. WILLTAMS. No; I did not say that. My purpose is to
have nothing that can block the way after the currency bill
comes in to keep it from having full and complete and sufficient
consideration and an early vote. If when Senators ask for a
unanimous-consent agreement they will couple it with the con-
dition that the privileges of the bill shall cease to exist when
the banking and currency bill is entitled to the floor, I shall
have no objection. -

Mr. BORAH. Are we going to transact any other business
between now and the time when the currency bill comes in?
May we expect to take up the calendar and dispose of bills
which are here, or is it the desire of the majority that those
matters shall be postponed? I ask the question for the reason
that there are measures here in which we of the West are
greatly concerned, and if measures are going to be taken up
and considered we would like to get ready to urge those. On
the other hand, I am perfecily willing, if I know it to be the
policy of the majority, to abide by their judgment until the
currency bill does come in. But what are we going to do in
the meantime?

Mr. WILLIAMS. T could add nothing to what has been
said by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Bristow] or the Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. Reep] and other Senators upon the
floor to this effect, that every day spent in session here is a day
subtracted from the work of the Banking and Currency Com-

mittee in thrashing out as far as possible the differences there
in order that those differences might not have to be thrashed
out here later on.

Mr. BORAI. That is all right if that is understood to be the
policy. If it is understood that we are not to transact business
here, but that we are to give the committee and the Senate the
time from now until the 25th to work on this matter, perhaps
not very many will object to it, but we have no such under-
standing. We proceed from day to day, and when we come here
we take up matters unexpectedly and consider them. The com-
mittee is called out to its work and there is no system of order
or procedure marked out in advance at all.

Mr., WILLIAMS. The criticism of the Senator from Idaho is
in the main part just, yet there is no way I know of upon the
days when the Senate does meet to keep one Senator from talk-
ing, or another Senator from ecalling up a bill on the calendar,
or another Senator from proceeding to the measure already
agreed by unanimous consent to be considered.

Now, I come to the main business of the day, much to the
pleasure, I have no doubt, of my friend the Senator from Min-
nesota.

Mr. CLAPP. That depends upon how the Senator lines up on
the main business of the day.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Every Senator has to wind up at some
time. The Senate itself, composed of many Senators, has been
known to wind up business at times,

l\’fr. CLAPP. The Senator misunderstood me; I said “lined
up.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I misunderstood the Senator. I thought
he used the term “ wind up ” in the sense of concluding.

Mr. CLAPP. Oh, no.

Mr. WILLIAMS, But the compound verb has two meanings.
At one time you wind up in the sense of concluding, and at
another time you wind up in the sense of proceeding to talk;
and the Senator is a past grand master in both performances.

Mr. SHAFROTH. If the Senator will yield to me, I shounld
like to say a few words on this subject.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly; I yield with pleasure to the
Senator from Colorado.

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have been one of the members of the
Committee on Banking and Currency who have wanted to ex-
pedite the matter of hearings as much as reasonably could be
done, but I can not see much profit to come from this discus-
sion with relation to that subject now, because we have fixed
on the 25th day of October for the closing of the hearings, and
I do not believe that it is possible to change that order. That
being the case, we must look to the future for expediting the
measure. I felt that there had been a great deal of testimony
taken before in the hearings on financial legislation and that
a great many volumes had been issued concerning it, and I
thought we could get a great deal of the information that we
derive now by reading those reports. I therefore favored early
closing of the hearings before the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee. But I recognize that is over, and the only question
now is to determine what we ought to do here in the way of
expediting the legislation after the 25th day of Oetober.

When matters are up for consideration here the members of
the Banking and Currency Committee come to hear what is
going on in the Senate. In fact, there never has been a meet-
ing of the Senate when the members of the committee have not
been here to attend the session of the Senate. If you are con-
tinually to have these sessions and if you are continually to
consider measures in the Senate, the Banking and Currency
Committee can never complete its consideration of the biil
unless it holds night sessions.

I am not one of those who believe that we should consider
other legislation during this session. Ordinarily a governor of
a State will call an extra session of the legislature for the
consideration of one, two, or three measures and name them,
and nothing can be considered at the legislative session except
that which was named by the governor. That same power was
intended to be given to the President. When the President
calls an extra session of Congress and specifies that there shall
be the consideration of certain measures, those measures, it
seems to me, in deference to the fact that he has the power to
call an extra session or not, must be considered by Congress as
the proper course to take during that exira session.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado
yield to the Senator from Uiah?

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was the currency question included in
the call of the President for the special session?

Mr. SHAFROTH. There was no legislation expressed, I
understand, in the call of the President.
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then how does the Senator arrive at

the conclusion that the business of the Congress was to be!

limited ?

Mr, SHAFROTH. Because the President delivered two mes-
sages, one of which took into consideration the tariff measure
and the other took into consideration the currency measure.

Mr, SUTHERLAND, I know; but the President never has
suggested that Congress should nmot deal with other matters?

Mr. SHAFROTH. Inasmuch as the inclusion of one excludes
the other, it seems to me that it was evidently the object and
the intention of the Executive that those measures at least
should be the principal measures which should be considered.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then the view of the Senator from
Colorado is that the Senate ought to wait, before it does any-
thing affirmatively, until the President tells it what to do?

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; it is not, but when the President is
vested with the power alone of calling an extra session and calls
it and designates what shall be considered, I think the power
ought to be exercised in the same way that legislation is enacted
at the direction of a governor when he callg an extra session for
the purpose of considering only certain measures.

Mr. LEWIS, Will my friend from Colorado yield to me to
respond to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir.

Mr. WILLIAMS, The Senator has my consent, which I grant
very readily and very graciously.

Mr. LEWIS. I should like the attention of my friend from
Ttah. The Senator from Utah who has just addressed himself
to the Senator from Colorado asked the Senator from Colorado
if the President in his call of Congress made any reference to
banking and currency legislation, leaving the intimation very
clearly that if he had not there was not any duty imposed upon
as such as was indicated by the Senator from Colorado.

I desire to say to the learned Senator from Utah that if the
Senate is now taking up the question of currency following a
ecall that was limited to the question of the tariff it is pur-
suing a very respectable precedent. I invite the attention of
the learned Senator from Utah to history. In 1897, after the
election of 1896, President MceKinley convened Congress in spe-
cial session ostensibly for the object of passing a tariff bill that
became known as the Dingley tariff law; and while we were in
session in response to what the able President felt was the popu-
lar opinion he sent a message to Congress with a view of amend-
Ing the then banking and currency laws to carry into effect the
gold-standard idea which he thought the popular vote at the
ballot had expressed. We passed in the lower House of Con-
gress and in this body an amendment, which is now the law,
and it was done without the call of President McKinley spe-
cially comprehending the guestion of banking and currency.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President——

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Mississippi yield to me a moment just for a word?

Mr, WILLIAMS. Very well,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The suggestion which I made to the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAarFroTH] was not with a view
of insisting that we ought not to take up the currency measure,
but it was to obtain the view of the Senator from Colorado
upon the suggestion which he had made, that we ought not to
take up anything else. The view of the Senator from Colorado
seemed to be that the President, having ecalled the Congress
originally for the purpose of dealing with the tariff, the Con-
gress ought to devote its time and attention to that subject to
the exclusion of everything else; then, the President having
sent in another message with reference to the currency question,
that we ought to confine our attention to that subject. It seems
to me, if_Congress is to remain in session, that it ought to do
business; that 70 or 75 men ought not to sit here idly in the
city of Washington awaiting the action of the Committee on
Banking and Currency. We e@ither ought to come together and
do whatever business is upon the calendar, sit here day after
day and attend to the business of the country, or we ought to
adjourn and go home and let the Banking and Currency Com-
miftee attend to its duties, and when it is ready to make its
report, then the Senate and the House of Representatives can
deal with it.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Now, AMr. President——

Mr. SHAFROTH. The, attitude of the Senator from Utah
would be perfectly justifiable——

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the Senator from Colorado for a
moment.

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Senator's attitude would be perfectly
justifiable if it were not for the fact that the very proceedings
that take place in the Senate every day are the proceedings that
cause delny upon the part of the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee. We can not determine when the consideration of the

bill by the committee will close. Therefore we can not say
with certainty when there will be a report from the Committee
on Banking and Currency. This is the same condition identi-
cally that follows the calling of every extra session of Congress.
‘When the extra session of 1807 was called by President McKin-
ley, there were three-day adjournments continually from the
very beginning until the close of that session.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Let me ask the Senator a question
right there.

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does the Senator from Colorado imag-
ine that his committee will be ready to report before the middle
of November?

AMr. SHAFROTH. T hope so, but I can not say.

Alr. SUTHERLAND. Does ithe Senator think that it will be
ready to report before the 1st of November?

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I do not think it will,

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If that is so, then why does not the
Senator endeavor to obtain the permission of the President of
tge Unlged States for the Senate to take a recess for that length
of time

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am not one of those who confer with
the President much; I am not one of the leaders of this ITouse.
I am a new Member, and consequently I see no objection to the
adjournment for a reasonable time; but evidently, if we are
here and hold these sessions we are going to delay the final
report upon this bill, and T am urging that view to expedite the
matter so as to get the bill before the Senate at the earliest
possible time.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President——

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, there is ot much advantage
about occupying the floor in the Senate except the privilege that
it gives of gracefully yielding to interruptions. I therefore
always insist that I shall be addressed when I have the floor,
S0 that if my own reasoning and eloguence shall not be pro-
Jected before the country, the other gentleman shall at least
have consent from me for his. Now I yield to the genial Sena-
tor from Tllinois [Mr. LEwis].

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair also would like occa-
sionally to “get in” on being addressed.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the President of the Senate would like
to “get in,” I would yield to him in a moment, but not right
now.

Mr, LEWIS. Mr. President, I thank the Senator from Missis-
sippl [Mr. Wittiams] for his yielding to me, and as he says he
gladly yields and gracefully yields, I respond that there is no
action of the distinguished Senator from Mississippi of any kind
that is not graceful, and oftentimes he is as gracefu! as he is
fertile in humor and delightful in expression.

I now desire to say to my distinguished friend the Senator
from Utah [Mr. SurHERLAND] that I am one of the Senators to
whom he alluded, without possibly having in his mind any par-
ticnlar person. I am one of those who do mot regard it wise
that the Senate should now take a recess, and I have so ex-
pressed myself lately for the following reasons: Could we have
had a recess Immediately following the passage of the tariff
bill, I would have regarded it as prudent.

I think we could then have gone to the country and obtained
the views of our constituents upon the banking bill, so that we
might have returned here better informed and in every wise
better qualified to assume our dutlies than we now are; but the
wisdom of the Senate being to the contrary, at the direction of
those who have authority and the right to intimate such, we
have now passed the summer; we are now in the fall. The
objection I would have now to the Senate taking a recess while
the committee iz considering the banking and currency bill is
because, among other things, of the intimation of the Senator
from Mississippi, very correctly stated, that a certain number
of gentlemen throughout this Union, who represent an invisible
board of control, seem to feel that they can at a distance, by
merely hurling anathemas at the United States Senate or the leg-
islative body of this country, frighten it from its duties by either
forcing it to surrender its obligations on the one hand, or, on
the other, in the discharge of their duties to yield to their
particular demands. 'If these particular gentlemen were con-
tent to come before the legislative body and give their views
upon a question of which I will admit they are well informed,
they would, so far as I am concerned, not only be welcomed—
generously welcomed—but their advice received and acted upon
in so far as it met the wisdom of a public man in the discharge
of his duty under his conscience and under the law; but where
they present the attitude to the country of having bullied the
Benate, intimidated the body, held us up before the country in
execration as lacking wisdom and sense, stating that we are
about to do a thing that is disastrous because of lack of knowl-
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edze or patriotism, then to take a recess or to permit one at
this time would give evidence that we have surrendered to that
form of intimidation, that we have been frightened by that set
of gentlemen, because they are in great aggregate numbers and
represent aggregate strength. Therefore, lest we should give
such evidence, I would prefer that we now remain in session
and receive the advice of these eminent gentlemen, whosoever they
are, from wheresoever they be, and continue our work along the
line ot our duty as we see it and not now yield, lest we are put
in a position of having been forced to abandon a duty that we
undertook because of threats of intimidation or of an over-
shadowing power that is presented by the suggestions of these
gentlemen in the different assemblies where they meet. That is
my reason why I am one of those who oppose the proposition
for a recess at this time.

Now I will yield the floor to the Senator from Mississippi,
gladly feeling and gladly admitting that he has some right to
oceupy it.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, any charge previously made
against me that I was either hurrying or hastening things has
been fully disproven by the course of events; but I need pay
no attention to that now. I do confess, however, this morning
I was somewhat alarmed by having it said upon the floor of
the Senate that after the Senate commitiee had discontinued its
hearings it would take 30 days, with a perhaps—a very strongly
emphasized ““perhaps™ at that—to report back to the Senate a
banking and currency bill. I was not very much alarmed be-
canse of the banking and currency bill itself, but when I con-
sidered the great program before the Democratic Party, with
which it must eomply or confess itself incompetent, I felt a little
bit alarmed about it. I know, and no man knows better, that a
great deal of time was unnecessarily consumed in the considera-
tion of the tariff bill. I do not want to say that time was un-
necessarily consumed about everything. At the beginning of the
next session of Congress we shall have to take up and grapple
with the great trust problem of the United States, so called—I
say “ so called” because nobody knows what a trust is; nobody
has ever yet succeeded in defining one, either upon the statute
books or otherwise—the great question of semimonopolization
of the production of indusiry. I want everything out of the way
by that time. .

Mr. President, here comes the originality of my remarks. In
order to hasten things as much as possible, I want to get a vote
upon Senate bill 192, which is now before the Senate. I think,
as a rule, this country has never suffered from too few laws;
it has suffered a great deal from too many. I am not in very
much sympathy with the idea of letting the Senate do business
in the way of passing laws. Except at important times and in
connection with important questions, I think the population of
the United States wounld be benefited if Congress did not meet at
all; but there must be these emergency questions, and they
must be taken care of. This is one of them.

This bill was reported by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Crarp] with amendments, and it seems to be a bill that almost
anybody in favor of honest and fair politics ought to be in favor
of. It merely prohibits the mobilization d¢f capital in a campaign
toward a threatened point; it merely prevents the special in-
terests of this country from accumulating a great mass of capi-
tal and sending it to a State which may by its electoral vote
decide a presidential election or to a congressional district vitally
in doubt., The currency bill is to mobilize the credit forces of
the country; this bill is to demobilize the corruption forces of
the country. It makes what few exceptions there ought to be,
to wit, that the provisions of the bill shall not apply to the
payment of bills incurred by a National or State campaign com-
mittee regularly authorized and meeting under the law, or to
collections made and sent to a State or National campaign com-
mittee authorized by law and reporting under the law.

One of the best ways of getting the path clear for the con-
sideration of the banking and currency bill when it shall come
into the Senate is to dispose of what few unanimous-consent
agreements there are now upon the calendar, this being one
of them, and very important from the standpoint of political
purity—I do not like that word much; it sounds almost like
“ puritan™; * political honesty " is a very much better ex-
pression.

Then there is the seamen’s bill to come up, to take ecare of
the lives of the people. I express the hope that we may have as
early a vote as possible upon this measure and upon the other
mesasures that are upon the calendar by unanimous consent, not
only because they are right in themselves, but because, after
they have passed, there will be, for this side of the Chamber at
any rate, an opportunity to put its great program into con-
summation,

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not right now; in a moment I will. T want
to say something seriously, Mr. President, outside of the drift
of the remarks I have made in the last three minutes,

I am one of those men who take their democracy almost as
their religion. I believe that the Democratic Party has a great
future before it, and I believe that it has the capacity and the
integrity to take care of that future. I therefore want to see
the pathway cleared for it as much as can be. I think it has
given to the country the best tariff bill since the Walker tariff
bill was passed in 1846. I think that, upon the whole, so far
as its general principles are concerned, the banking and cur-
rency bill offered is the best banking and currency bill ever
offered to any American Congress at any time in the entire
history of the United States. I think that the pending bill is
in favor of political honesty, and that is the sort of people’s
rule I am in favor of—the rule of the unbought people, of the
honestly taught people. I have never been demagogue enough to
believe that the great mass of mankind alone, by themselves,
when bought and influenced and taught wrong, were the wisest
rulers in the world. I consider them the best because they are
the most honest, because they have no axes to grind, and I
would rather have them with their comparative ignorance than
to have wiser men who have axes to grind; but I think the
way to make the rule of the people right is to make the rule of
the people honest; and the way to make the rule of the people
honest is to cripple, demobilize, and disorganize those who
would corrupt the people and thereby prevent the vote of that
part of the people who are willing to be corrupted from count-
ing at the elections. I think it is a very good bill, and I hope it
will pass.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, in view of the suggestion that
has just been made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wir-
L1AMS] and others, that we ought not, until the 25th of October,
to transact any business here except that which is already cov-
ered by unanimous consent, will not the Senator from Missis-
sippi prefer a request for unanimous consent that the Senate
do not transact any other business except those matters which
are enfered on the calendar?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not do that, because at almost any
moment some matter of critical importance might be presented
to the Senate. Nobody is wise enough, nobody is prophet
enough, nobody is statesman enough fo say that for two months
in advance we shall not consider any business except something
specially indicated; but I shall oppose upon the floor of the
Senate any request for unanimous consent for the consideration
of any measure, unless I believe it to be of the very highest and
most vital importance, and it will have to be of high importance
for me to believe that it is vital, with my view of keeping the
track clear for the banking and currency hill.

Mr. BORAH. Then, as I understand, we are not to transact
any business except that which is already provided for, unless it
is such business as appeals to the judgment of the Senator as of
exceptional importance?

Mr. WILLIAMS. O, well, the Senator does not mean that.
Of course, when I said “I,” I meant you, too. Any Senator
has an equal right with me,

Mr. BORAH, T did not mean it exactly the way the Senator
took it, but I supposed the Senator was to some extent speak-
ing for his side of the Chamber. In other words, I should like
to know whether it is the desire or expectation of the Senator
or of the majority side to take up any matters exeept those
exceptionally important matters?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, the Senator is in error. A little be-
fore the present administration came into power the Senator
from Mississippi did have a sort of glimmering, remote—hardly
a hope, but a distant dream—that perhaps he might be of some
weight or consideration in connection with what took place on
this side of the Chamber; but the Senator has long since given
up any idea that he had any right to speak for anybody except
himself, and he is now speaking only for himself.

Mr. BORAH. Well, the Senator's usual modesty is getting
the better of him. If the Senator from Mississippi will say
that that will be the program, I shall rely upen that program to
be earried out. X

Mr., WILLTAMS, If the Senator wants my judgment upon
that question, I think it will be ecarried out; I think that is
what Senators over here think; but that is only my thought
concerning their thought and is not their thought.

AMr. BORAH. Well, we seem to have demonstrated the fact
that there is no particular program outlined and none to be out-
lined; that we are to continue along the same line of procedure
by incident when it is not by accident.
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CONTRIBUTIONS FOR CAMPAIGN PURPOSES.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (S. 192) to limit the use of campaign
funds in presidential and national elections.

Mr., SUTHERLAND. I am obliged to leave the Chamber,
and I desire to say just a word with reference to the pending
bill. The purpose of the bill—at any rate, the prinecipal pur-
pose of the bill—as T understand, is to prevent what I think has
been a very great evil in this country, the concentrating of a
large amount of money in some particular State or States which
were regnrded as doubtful. With that purpose I am in entire
sympathy. As I understand the bill, I am in entire sympathy
with it. I was a member of the committee which conkidered it
and was one of those who agreed to the report of the bill, but
there are one or two matters to which I want to ecall the atten-
tion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp], who has
charge of the bill. In the first place, it is provided:

That hereafter it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, corporation,
association, or committee, or any officer or agent of any person, firm,
corporation, association, or committee, to send or to furnish to be sent
or transmitted, or to carry or cause to be sent or earried, any money or
other thing of vaiue from any State or Territory of the United States
to any person, firm, corporation, association—

The act of sending or of carrying is not in any manner char-
acterized. It is madé an unlawful thing merely to carry money
which is intended to be used for the purposes specified in the
bill.

Mr. CLAPP. It is—

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In other words, if the Senator will
permit me a moment, if might apply to an express company.
It would in ferms apply to an express company which was per-
fectly innocent of any intent of doing anything wrong or im-
proper. I snggest to the Senator that in line 6, on the first page
of the bill, after the word “ committee,” we ought to insert the
word “knowingly,” so as to read, “ knowingly to send or to
furnish,” and se on.

Mr. CLAFPP. Personally to that I wounld have no objection,
although I think the language would exeuse an express com-
pany or the common earrier, for it reads:

To send or to furnish to be sent or transmitted, or to carry or cause
to be sent or carried.

However, I have no objection to the word “ knowingly ™ being
inserted. I think all laws should be plain, and unless the Sen-
ate objeets I wounld have no ebjection.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wanfed to call attention to that,
because. as I have said to the Senator, I am obliged to leave
the Chamber, and if the Senator in charge of the bill consents
to that I have no doubt it will be incorporated in the measure.
Now one other suggestion which I desire to make. The penalty
clause provides that any person who violates the act shall be
punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000 and by imprisonment for
not more than one year.

I think in a statute of this character ordinarily it is a very
great mistake to provide that imprisonment must be imposed
under any and all eircumstances. I had something to do with
the preparation of the Criminal Code, and we eliminated from
almost every offense the provision for minimum punishment,
so as to leave the whole matter in the discretion of the court,
and we also eliminated from nearly all offenses those provisions
which made it incumbent on the court to impose both fine and
imprisonment. The reason why that was done was that we
received communications from many of the distriet attorneys
throughout the country saying that the provisions of the law
respecting minimum punishments very often resulted in juries
returning verdicts of not guilty, because they knew in a given
case that while the accused ought to submit to some punish-
ment, to a fine, for example, the offense was not grave enough
to justify imprisonment even for a single day, which would en-
tail not so much hardship, perhaps, but disgrace,

Mr. CLAPP. I will say, as I had the honor of serving with
the Senator on that committee, that I was rather in harmony
with that view, as the Senator will remember. Would the
Senator object to this: In line 1, on page 3, strike out the word
“and” and insert the word “or,” and then, after the word
4 year.'"?in line 3, to insert “or both, in the discretion of the
court”

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no need to say “in the dis-
cretion of the court” I suggest to substitute the word “or”
for the word “and,” and after the word * year” insert “or
both.” Of course it is in the discretion of the courts

Mr. CLAPP. I will say to the Senator that of course I do
not know what the Senate will do with this matter, but I will
offer those three amendments as they are reached in order in
the consideration of the bill.

Mr, SUTHERLAND., With those amendments, I can very
cheerfully support the bilk

Mr. CLAPP. Just a moment. I can not promise the Senator
what the Senate will do.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understand the Senator has only given
expression to his own attitude.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, before the Senator from
Utah leaves the Chamber I should like to submit a matter for
his attention. T have had the honor and pleasure of serving
with him on the Judiciary Committee of the Senate for some
months, and I have a high respect for his opinion as a lawyer.
I address the question also fto the distingnished Senator in
charge of the bill [Mp, Crarr], for I have had no opportunity
to confer with him on this point.

I am heartily in favor of this bill. T trust that when it be-
comes a law, as it ought. it will be an efficacious one, and that
men who attempt to violate the law will not be able to escape
because of some technicality. Sometimes the Federal conrts
are extremely technical. The bill, if it becomes a law, de-
nounces the sending of money knowingly or willfully, if the
suggestion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHerLAND] is
adopted, from one State to another for the purpose of influenc-
ing the election of a President, Vice President, Senators, and so
forth. Should not the words “or presidential electors” be in-
serted? A man might send openly $50,000 from one State to
another for the purpose of influencing certain persons to vote
for or against presidential electors, and when indicted for an
offense under the statute plead in the Federal court or wait
until the evidence against him was offered. and then object
thereto on the ground that the statute simply denounces the
sending of money for the purpose of electing a * President,”
and that the money which he sent was for the purpose of in-
fluencing the election of * electors ”?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The language of the bill is:

To be used or expended for and on behalf of the nomination lec-
tien of a President or Viee President. i3 e g

I think——

Mr. CLAPP. And the election of electors would be a step
toward the election of a President.

Mr. ASHURST. That is the very point I wish to have cleared
up. I want no doubt to remain.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think that would cover the question
of using money for the nomination or election of electors, be-
canse, as the Senator from Minnesota has just said, that is a
step in that direction.

Mr. ASHURST. The reason why I submit the suggestion
is that I introduced a bill in the last Congress which made it
unlawful for any person to attempt to intimidate any voter in
the matter of selecting a President or Vice President, and I
found in my researches that in order to have a law through the
meshes of which a guilty man conld not escape it was necessary
to insert the words “or presidential electors.” I submit that for
the consideration of the Senator.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield
a minute, it seems to me directly in line with the suggestion
made by the Senator from Arizona the point was made here,
and I think the Senator from Utah took a very conspicnouns
part in the discussion, during the trial of the election case of
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Stermexsox]. It was con-
tended at that time that spending money for the election of
members of the legislature, or in a primary election of members
of the legislature, was not equivalent to spending it for the
election of a United States Senator within certain statutes, the
question being very similar to the one raised by the Senator
from Arizona.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President——

Mr. OLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me just a moment,
we can very easily dispose of the discussion by offering to in-
sert, after the word ““States,” in line S, the words “or presi-
dential electors.”

Mr. ASHURST. Yes.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no objection to that; but I
should like to reply in just a werd to the suggestion just made
by the Senator from Washington. The contention In the
Stephenson case was made as the Senator has indicated, but
I certainly did not participate in that contention. I took ex-
actly the contrary view. I took upon that matter exactly the
view I am taking upon this—that it was a step in the direction
of electing a United States Senator; and that was the view the
committee took. In the investigation of that ecase we went into
all of the proceedings relating to the election of legislators and
the primaries which preceded the eleetion, and which had for
their purpose the nomination of a Senator.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does the Senator from Utah recollect
what position the former Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heyburn]
took on that question? My recollection is that he took the
position that it was not a violation of a statute against using
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money for the election of a Senator to use money in the elec-
tion of members of the legislature.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not recall at this moment.

Mr. POINDEXTER. 1 did not undertake to say that the
Senator from Utah took that view, but only that he took part
in the discussion. I only mention it to show that lawyers differ
upon the subject, and that the point might be raised in the
courts, and nobody could tell what view some judge might take
of it.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not remember what position the
late Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heyburn] took upon that matter.
but I do know that the majority of the committee, at any rate,
took the other view. I see no reason, however, why the amend-
ment should not be made.

Mr. CLAPP. No; at the proper time I will offer it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tha question is on the amendiments
proposed by the committee, which the Secretary will state in
their order.

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 11, after the word * national,”
it is proposed to insert the words “ or State.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SECRETARY. In line 14, after the word * national,” at the
end of the line, it is proposed to insert “ or State.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SECRETARY. In lines 15 and 16 it is proposed to strike
out the words “transportation and hote!” and insert in lieu
thereof the word ‘actual.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SECRETARY. After the word “ national,” in line 16, it is
proposed to Insert the words “or State”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Secrerary. In section 2, line 22, after the word “ per-
son,” it is proposed to insert: “Acting for himself, or for or in
behalf of any firm, corporation, association, or committee.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SecRerarY. On page 2, line 25, it is proposed to strike
out the words “be guilty of a misdemeanor and be punished”
and insert “ be punished by a fine of not exceeding $1.000 and.”

The amendment was agreed to. d

The SEcrReETArY. On page 3, line 2, it is proposed to strike out
the words * less than six months nor.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 3, after the word “ year,” it
is proposed to insert a comma and the words * and any corpora-
tion violating any provision of the foregoing section shall be
punished by a fine of not exceeding $5.000.”

T}le amendment was agreed to.

POINDEXTER. Mr, President, as I nhse‘ne(l the read-
ing by the Secretary, he began on page 2. There seems to be
an anmendment on page 1.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That was agreed to before the dis-
cussion on banking and currency began.

Mr. CLAPP. I move to amend by inserting, after the word
“ to” where it first oceurs in line 6, the word “ knowingly.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 1. line 6, after the word “ to,” it is
proposed to insert the word “ knowingly,” so that it will read
“ to knowingly send.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. In line 8, page 2, after the word “ States,” I
move to amend by inserting the words “ or presidential elec-
tors,’

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 8, after the word- “ States™
and the comma, it is proposed to insert the words “ or presi-
dential electors.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. On page 3, line 1, T move to strike out the word
“and " and substifute the word * or.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment svill be stated.

The SecreTABRY. On page 3, line 1, in the committee amend-
ment already agreed to, it is proposed to strike out the word
“and " and insert in lieu thereof the word “ or.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. And in line 3, page 3, after the word “ year,”
I move to insert the words “ or both.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SrcreTARY. After the word “year” and the comma, on
page 3, line 3, it-is proposed to insert the words * or both.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I now offer the amendment
which the Secretary has before him,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTary. In the committee amendment, on page 1,
line G, already agreed to——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote by which the committee
amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered.

The SECRETARY. After the word * transmitted,” in line 6,
:n thf proposed amendment of the committee, it is proposed to
nsert :

Or donate or directly or indirectly glve or promise to any other
perfon, firm, or corporation to give any money. or ‘;?ulvs]ent of any
money, which shall subsequently sent or transmitt

Mr. ASHURST. Should not that read * provided those gifts
are made with the knowledge that they are to be transmitted "?
Mr. CLAPP. The word “knowingly " is alrendy in the bill,

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, in that connection ought not
the second infinitive, “to,” be omitted in line 6, so that it
will read “to knowing!y send or furnish to be sent,” instead
of “to furnish to be sent™?

Mr. CLAPP. I have no objection to that

Mr. BURTON. I think that ought to go out.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecReTaRY. On line 6 of the proposed nsmendment,
before the word *“ furnish,” it is proposed to strike out the
word “to.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I wish to inquire of the
Senator from Minnesota, for infermation, the meaning and ap-
?limtion of the words in the last three lines of section 1 which

quote:

Or campaign funds raised for and sent to a natlonal committee
properly reported as required by law.

I do not remember just what the law is on that subject; but,
as T recall it, the national committee is required to report the
contributions made to it

Mr. CLAPP. Yes.

Mr. CUMMINS. That report, of course, can not be made
until after the contributions reach the committee. Will not
this provision, therefore, make the sender of the contribution
criminally liable if the national committee does not do its duty
and make the report?

Mr. CLAPP. I should hope so.

Mr. CUMMINS. That is the intent?

Mr. CLAPP. Yes. Of course, the law as to gathering and
reporting contributions is changing from time to time, and the
only thing we could do with that was to make it so that as
the law relating to contributions might be changed it would
automatieally fall within the scope of this bill.

Mr. CUMMINS. But I do not think the Senator from Min-
nesota quite gathers my meaning The national committee he-
gins its work. It asks for contributions. Of course. it could
not secure a single confribution if the making of that contri-
bution would become eriminal in the event that the national
committee did not do its duty: for no man would be willing to
make a contribution for a campaign if an event over which he
had no control whatsoever could make him g eriminal.

Mr. CLAPP. But the Senator will bear in mind that at the
foundation of this lies the condition that the contribution shall
be made knowingly.

The language is “to knowingly send or furnish to be sent or
transmitted, or to carry or cause to be sent or carried,” and so
forth. It seems to me that if the contributor is acting in good
faith and the committee is acting in good faith there will be no
difficulty about its getting contributions.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not eare whether there
are any contributions made or not. There are a good many
exceptions here that I do not think ought to be made.

Mr, CLAPP. I rather agree with the Senator.

Mr. CUMMINS. But to enact a law that will permit a
national committee to solicit contributions from all over the
country, which, of course, must be sent from State to State in
order to reach their object, and then to say that a eontribution,
innocent when made, made for an entirely proper purpose. shall
become criminal if the national committee does not make the
report required by law, i8 indirectly to prohibit all contributions
to n national fund, it would seem to me.

Mr, CLAPP. Either the Senator misunderstood me or I mis-
understood him. The eriminality would not attach to a con-
tribution made in good faith by a man to the committee, and
the committee subsequently sending it without reporting the
contribution. The committee would then be the party offending
or whoever of the committee did the act.

Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Minnesota knows much
more about the bill than I do, because I hayve given it only hasty
consideration.

Mr. CLAPP. The language is, hrieﬂy

That this act shall not apply to * » campaéqn funds ralsed
.{or and sent to a national committee proper!y reported as required by
aw,
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If the Senator from Minnesota
1t

Mr, CUMMINS. DPrecisely.
will listen to me for just a moment, he will see my point.
may be good, or it may not be good.

In the first place, it is made unlawful for any person, firm,
ecrporation, association, or committee to send money from one
Staté to another to be expended for and on behalf of the nomi-
nation or election of a President, Vice President, elector of
President and Vice President, or Member of Congress.

If the bill were to stop there, of course not a penny could be
contributed to a national eommittee for any of these purposes,
except that which was raised in the State in which the national ,|
committee was actively doing its business.

But you then introduce certain exceptions. You say that this
proliibition shall not apply to the payment of bills incurred by
a National or State campaign committee in the fitting out and
maintenance of speaking campaigns, and so forth; nor shall it
apply to contributions to cover the actual expenses of speakers.
and so forth; nor to the expenses of the distribution of litera-
ture by a national committee. Then it is provided that the pro-
hibition shall not apply to campaign funds raised for and sent
to a national commitiee properly reported as required by law.

Suppose they are not reported as required by law. Then the
person who sent them—it may be months before—instantly
becomes subject to the criminal provisions of this statute.

Mr. CLAPP. Mry. President, I think the important thing here
is to guard against the improper use of money. The last remark
of the Senator brings me back to my first understanding of his
question. If a man makes a contribution to a national cam-
paign committee, the law requires that contribution to be re-
ported. If there is such a condition existing between the
contributor and the committee that the committee does not
report it, I think the contributor ought to be held responsible
for it. I do not think the contributor will have any trouble in
contributing to a national committee where it is done in good
faith.

It has been difficult to frame this bill. There are exemptions
here that it would seem we might have avoided; and yet of
course everyone understands what is necessary to get bills re-
ported. I think if the bill is weak anywhere, if it fails to ac-
complish a meritorious purpose, it will be in failure to prevent
rather than in limitation upon the honest exercise of the rights
that are exempted.

I have no objection to a modification in this respect, if the
Senator from Iowa can frame it in a manner that will be more
satisfactory. I have no pride of language in this bill.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I would sugkest to the
Senator from Minnesota that that defect might be cared by in-
serting, after the word “committee,” in line 20, the words
“which shall be properly reported by the committee.”

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator repeat his suggestion?

Mr. VARDAMAN, I suggest that it be made to read, “or
campaign funds raised for and sent to a mnational committee,
and which shall be properly reported as required by law."”

Mr. CLAPP. I have no objection to that language.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, of course the language just
suggested does not change the meaning in any degree. What
the Senator from Iowa is aiming at is that a person who had
confributed funds and sent them to a national committee, think-
ing himself protected by this exemption, might subsequently
find that he was penalized because of the failure of the com-
mittee to report, accidentally or on purpose. What the Senator
from Iowa really wants Is about this:

Sent to a national committée required by law to report.

Then he wants to add at the end of that:

But the members of snch committee shall be responsible and penal-
ized if the contribution be not reported as required by law.

Mr. CUMMINS. Certainly. I should like to see those pun-
ished who are guilty of the offense, and I should like to see
those who are not guilty have some immunity.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, the writing which I have been
handed by the Senator is a little difficult to read. I should
appreciate it if the Senator would state, on behalf of the com-
mittee, the proposed amendment.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will state it if the Secretary will take it
down.

After the word “ committee,” in line 20, strike out the balance
of the language in lines 20 and 21 and substitute the following:

Required by law to report.

Then insert a comma and add the following language :

But the members of the committee shall be ruﬁlgonsible and penalized
ta ?:;einarter provided if the contribution be not reported as required

¥ .
Mr. CLAPP. I offer that amendment, Mr. President.
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I confess that I am not favor-

ably disposed toward the enactment of criminal laws subjecting

men to imprisonment in ithe penitentiary for transgressions
which are not in themselves eriminal, I think we are going,
not only in this instance, but in many others, too far in the
enactment of criminal laws, and subjecting men either to im-
prisonment or to the annoyance and expense and mortification
of having fo defend themselves on the criminal side of the
conurt on account of charges which in themselves earry no moral
turpitude. I am not in favor of surrounding all of our people
with a perfect network of criminal law to such an extent that
men in the ordinary avocations of life and the pursunit of their
ordinary business affairs can not put out hand or foot in
either direction without being in danger of being caught in the
meshes of the eriminal law.

It is difficult to know exaectly what is in this bill, because of
the great number of amendments which have been proposed and
accepted and adopted, which have not been put into print. As
I understand the general purpose of the bill, however, it is to
make those who are engaged in the transmission of money in
one way or another criminally liable if they transmit money
which is intended to be used in furthering the nomination or
the election of various officers who are named in the bill, from
the President of the United States down.

That, of course, is an object designed to further the general
purpose of securing pure elections in this country. All of us
want pure elections. I certainly want them myself. I favored
the legislation, in furtherance of that purpose, requiring pub-
licity on the part of those who are themselves candidates, not
only as to money expended by them but as to money received
by them. I have favored the provisions of law which have
been proposed and enacted which limit the amount of contri-
butions and the amount of money which may be expended. I
favor the general purpose of this legislation; but I think we
are goiug too far when we propose to invade the ordinary busi-
ness world, and subject to the danger of having to undergo
trial, if not actual punishment, men engaged in the ordinary
business avocation of transmitting money in one way or an-
other, either by check or draft, through express companies or
otherwise, who themselves have no connection with these elec-
tions and possibly no interest in the candidates.

Am I correct in all that?

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator repeat his inquiry?

Mr. BACON, It is a pretty long one. I do not know that I
co:;d repeat it without almost rehearsing what I have already
said.

Mr. CLAPP. The inquiry is—

Mr. BACON. I will state it somewhat more briefly than I
did before. As I understand the purpose of the bill, it is to
subject to criminal prosecution men who are engnged in the
transmission of money which is designed to further the candi-
dacy of any man in a nomination or in an election of the various
officers specified in the bill.

Mr. CLAPP. Except under certain conditions.

Mr. BACON. I am speaking of it generally, without the ex-
ceptions. That is the general purpose; then there are certain
exceptions made,

Mr. CLAPP. The object of the bill is to prevent money from
money centers being sent into States to influence the election
of Congressmen and Senators and presidential electors in those
States. I could not put it as well as the Senator from Missis-
sippi put it when he said it was to prevent the mobilization of
money where there is a crucial campaign.

I do not think the Senator from Georgia was here the other
day when it was stated that every special election between now
and the next general election will be of unusual interest and
unusual temptation by reason of the benefit that the result may
be supposed to bring to the party that can carry the particular
district involved. That was one reason for the more immediute
pressure of this bill.

The bill exempts the payment of bills incurred by a National
or State campaign committee in the fitting out and maintenance
of speaking eampaigns by a candidate for the office of President
or Vice President where a train is fitted out and maintained by
the National or State committee. It exempts the actual expenses
of speakers sent out by a National or State committee. It ex-
empts the expenses of literature distributed by a national com-
mittee. Of course the broad purpose is, where capital is gath-
ered and mobilized, to prevent its being sent and used in cruecial,
critical districts. The bill goes further than'that and seeks to
prevent also the sending of money even to influence or secure
the nomination of candidates for office.

Of course I realize, as the committee realizes, that this is
going into a broad domain; but conditions exist which I do not
need to rehearse. I think every Senator knows the conditions
that have existed in the past. It does seem as though a State
where there are no great capitalists, where there is no great
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concentration of wealth, should not be deluged and debauched
from any common cenfer of wealth in the pelitical activities of
the country. :

I share somewhat with the Senator the disinclination to be
constantly invading the domain of the citizen, but I belleve we
have reached a point in this matter where it is justified.

Mr. BACON. I am waiting for the Senator to finish.

Mr. CLAPP. I have finished, unless the Senator has some
other question.

Mr. BACON. I was not asking the Senator a question. I
had the floor in my own right.

Mr, CLAPP. I understood the Senator to ask me a question.

Mr. BACON, Oh, no. In the course of my presentation of
the matter I asked whether I was right, if that was what the
Senator meant. He asked me to repeat my question, and I
have repeated it, and he has answered it.

Mr. CLAPP. I beg the Senator’'s pardon. I certainly thought
the Senafor asked me a question as to what was intended.

Mr. BACON. The Senator thought I had interrupted him?

Mr. CLAPP. Obh, no; the Senator from Minnesota was sit-
ting here in conference with another Senator. The Senator
from Georgin was speaking. He put his language in the form
of a question, and he looked directly at the Senator from
Minnesota.

Mr. BACON. I have repeated it and the Senator has an-
swered if.

Mr. CLAPP, Then I was justified in answering the question?

Mr. BACON. Certainly. I merely wished to krow if the
Senator was through. I did not wish to interrupt him until he
was through.

Mr. CLAPP. Yes: the Senator is through unless there is
some further question to be asked.

AMr. BACON. We have now on the statute books, if I recol-
lect correetly, laws which prohibit the contribution by corpora-
tions to these elections. I fully sympathize with the purpose
of the bill. I certainly desiré in every proper way to prevent
the electorate from being debauched. I sympathize in every
proper way with the preventing of sending a flood of money
from any money center or elsewhere to any particular commu-
nity for the purpose of influencing and controlling an electipn.
Therefore I have favored, as I said, the legislation which we
have had along this line, which requires a candidate to make a
full exhibit as to how much money he has spent in a campaign
and which limits the amount of money which he shall use in a
campaign. If I recollect correctly, the legislation which we
have had recognizes the right of a candidate to receive contri-
butions, provided those contributions do not swell his expendi-
tures beyond the limitation which the law has placed upon
them.

Yet according to his bill, if I read it correctly, if any man
sends to a candidate money to aid him in his eampaign, the
person through whom he sends it will be liable to criminal
prosecution and liable to be put in the penitentiary. It seems
to me that there is a gross inconsistency in that, and not only
a gross inconsistency but a gross injustice.

Mr. President, it is not safe because an evil exists to en-
deavor to correct that evil by something which may be a
greater evil

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator permit an interruption?

Mr. BACON. I will.

Mr. CLAPP. Is there any inherent evil in prohibiting a man
from receiving money other than that which is authorized by
law and which is to be accounted for?

Mr. BACON. That is not this bill.

Mr. CLAPP. That is this bill exactly. It is hard enough to
meet this situation under any frame of law. If the Senator will
pardon me, we have our committees, This proposed law recog-
uizes the committees. It recognizes the right of a committee to
collect contributions and to use those contributions, but it does
seek to prevent the subterranean transfer of money from one
section to another, and under the guise of contributions——

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President——

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit me to go on. I
will'not oceupy very much time.

Mr. STERLING. Very well.

Mr. BACON. I should join the Senator in any legislation
which he proposes which will operate upon the candidate to
prevent his making an undue use of money in elections. If it is
deemed proper to do so, I am willing to go further and join in

legislation which shall reach the party who is making the con-

tribution and make it unlawful for a contribution, if you wish,
just as we have made it unlawful for corporations to con-
tribute. But the thing that I have in mind is a provision which
does not reach either the contributor or the party who is to be
benefited, but is seeking to lay the hand of the criminal law
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upon an innocent man. I say innocent. You say he must be
knowingly guilty, but still, however clear the provision might
be, he would be liable when innocent to presecution, although
he might escape conviction. You take a man whe has nothing
to do with a campaign, who is neither a contributor nor a re-
cipient, but simply the man through whom it is transmitted, and
you are making him by this bill the object of the vengeance of
the law.

I say, Mr. President, however worthy the purpose may be and
however pronounced an evil may be, it is a mistake, in my
opinion, to attempt to correct that evil by the enactment of a
law which itself may be a greater evil in its-effect. 3

I do not think that the business men of this country engaged
in the ordinary avocation of trausmitting meney from one place
to another should be the men who should be subjected to
criminal processes of law for the purpose of correcting this evil.

There is ene thing certain. It is just as easy to reach the
man who makes the contribution as it is to reach the man who
carries the contribution, and it is very much better to correct
this evil by reaching the man who makes the contribution and
say he shall not make it than it is to reach the man who is
simply engaged in the transmission of it. The man who is
transmitting it is engaged In a regular business in which he is
transmitting a great many other things which are not pro-
hibited, and you are putting upon him a burden which it is
improper to lay, it seems to me, upon the men engaged in a
legitimate business in requiring them to scrutinize every pack-
age of money that is transmitted through them or any draft
that is bought for the purpose of being transmitted, because
while it may be true that upon the trial that man could prove
he did not know for what purpose it was designed, yet he is
subjected to the annoyance of a trial and the danger of a trial.
Sometimes innocent men are convicted. At last it depends upon
the judgment of other men.

I am very frank to say while I would go as far as the Senator
in my desire to secure pure elections in this country, and I will
go as far as he will or as may be deemed proper in the exercise
of the judgment of the Senate or of Congress in reaching both
the contributor of money and the recipient of money, unless I
very much change my mind I am not going to be a party to
legislation which will put a man engaged in the ordinary busi-
ness of banking or in the ordinary business of transmitting
money by one ageney or another in the position of being subject
to prosecution and possible confinement in a penitentiary
beeause of a contribution made by one which we do not approve
and a eontribution received by another which we do not ap-
prove, he being the innocent intermediary through which the
contribution has been transmitted.

Unless I change my mind very much, even at the risk of
being thought to be unfriendly to the purpose of this legislation,
I can not support this bill. T repeat that I am not unfriendly
to the purpose of the legislation. I joined in the legislation
which made it unlawful for corporations to make these contri-
butions. I joined in the legislation which limited the amount
which any candidate could receive and could expend. I will
go further and join in other legislation to make it equally ille-
gal, if we can constitutionally do so—I have not looked into
that—for a person to contribute. 'Then let us punish the men
who violate that lJaw. I am in favor of the law of publicity,
which requires a man to publish not only every dollar which he
has received but the name of every person from whom he has
received a dollar, and the amount he has received. That is
proper legislation. If that is carried out, we will have the
means of remedying the evil which the Senator deprecates and
which he proposes to remedy by this drastic bill

I repeat, I am not in favor of extending the criminal law of
this country so that men engaged in the ordinary avocations of
life, in their ordinary legitimate business, will not know how
to reach a hand to the right or to the left without danger of its
being stuck into the meshes of the eriminal law. I am very
much averse to criminal law being applied to anything that
has not moral turpitude in it. Sometimes it is necessary to
protect our revenue, and otherwise, that it should .be done.
Sometimes it is necessary in order to protect people from
frauds which others not engaged in legitimate business erimi-
nally adopt for the purpose of carrying out nefarions purposes.
Unless it is necessary, I think it is unwise that the criminal
law shounld be extended to matters which in themselves have
no mora®turpitude. There is nothing in this which would indi-
cate moral turpitude.

I repeat, Mr. President, it is not a sufficient answer to say
that no man shall be convicted unless he has knowingly vio-
lated this proposed law. It is not sufficient to say that for the
reason while a man may be aequitted he is not proteeted from
amnoyance and humiliation, to say nothing of the danger of
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being convicted, when he himself may be a perfectly innocent
man engaged only in the ordinary avocations of life.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, whatever aftitude the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] takes with reference to this bill, no
man who knows him will impugn his motive. He is thoroughly
alive to these evils, even though he may find it according to his
convictions to vote against the bill.

I think in every law that we pass prohibiting the transmis-
sion of obscene matter and dangerous articles by express we
provide that the carrier, if he knows he is transmitting such
articles, is equally guilty. The carrier does not, under this bill,
have to examine the package that he is carrying. Ie does not
have o examine the source of the draft which may be sent.
Presumably, what he does is legal and proper, but like the case
of obscene literature transmitted by express, like the case of
dangerous articles transmitted by carriers, if the carrier knows
that he is transmitting obscene literature, if he knows that he
is transmitting dangerous articles, I do not think there is a law
on our statute books seeking to regulate and prohibit the trans-
mission of such articles that does not include the carrier in the
offense, if the carrier knows that he is a party to the violation
of the law.

Mr. BACON. The Senator certainly would not cite as a
parallel ecase the attempt of the lawmaking power to preserve
the morals of the country in the prohibition of the transmission
of obscene, vulgar, and equally filthy produections of any kind.
The Senator would not consider that a parallel case to this?

Mr. CLAPP. No.

Mr. BACON. The men who would be engaged in sending
obscene literature have nothing of that line that is legitimate.
It is all of it illegitimate; it is all of it unlawful; all of it calls
for the strong hand of the law.

Mr. CLAPP. Baut the literature that may be sent may not be
obscene. The man who was engaged in sending the literature
may be engaged in doing something a part of which is legal and
right and a part of which is wrong.

1 do not care to take advantage of this opportuniiy to speak
of the importance of the purity of the electorate or the evils of
the corruption and debauchery of the electorate, but I do not
know of anything that in the long history of this Republic
means more to the weal or woe of this Republie than the
honesty of political activities. I think the man who will send
money to debauch an electorate is no better than a man who
sends out obscene literature. The man who is carrying money,
whether through a banking process or by express, is doing just
what the man who is carrying literature is doing.. He may carry
literature that is good or he may unknowingly carry literature
that is bad. IIe may carry money that isgood or he may unknow-
ingly carry money the purpose of which is bad. It is only
when it can be shown that he knows he is voluntarily a party
that he is to be punished. Underlying all this proposition is the
broad question of our right and duty to prevent the sending of
money from money centers into other Stafes to be used for
these purposes. Owing to the fact that the carrier is an inci-
dent to this situation, we ean do no less than make him liable
if he is knowingly a party to what is recognized as the proper
subject of prohibition by law.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to make a sugges-
tion?

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. Of course, in order to convict the carrier, there
would have to be an illegal sending, because unless the thing
was illegally sent there would be no crime, In order to show
that you would have to show who was the sender. You could
not convict a carrier unless you could asgcertain both the person
who sent it and the person to whom it was sent.

Now, they are the people to reach; and if you can reach the
carrier, you can reach them. Make it unlawful for the man to
send it, if you wish, and then the man sends the money at his
own risk. Make the man who receives it the perpetrator of the
crime, if he does take it. There you have two men whom you
can inspect. Why do you go to the carrier when you can reach
both the others?

Mr. CLAPP. For several reasons, which I will explain in a
moment. But in the case of obscene literature we have the
man who sends it, and we have the man who receives it for the
purpose of distribution, and still we include the carrier who
knowingly is a party to the distribution of the obscene literature.
This is still more difficult. If this carrier is not includesd, a man
may take money in person and carry it to the State where it is
to be used. No one in that case has sent-it; he has simply put
in his pocket his own money, we will suppose. In order to
reach that sinister purpose, in order to reach that condition, if
we do anything with this matter, we have to do just what we
do with the ordinary carrier whom we prohibit, namely, make

the party who carries it and who knows he is a parly to it re-
spond equally with the others.
o Mr. CUMMINS., Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senafor from Minnesota
vield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure.

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not rise to ask anything with regard
to the point now under diseussion, but I do want an expression
from the Senator from Minnesota upon another phase of the
bill. It goes without saying that we are all in favor of prevent-
ing the improper use of money for political purposes. I hardly
need assert that. But there is danger sometimes in the effort
to reach an acknowledged evil of presenting a law which will
intensify a wrong rather than correct if. .

I put now to the Senator from Minnesota a question. He will
observe that the guestion involves a great problem of govern-
ment. Suppose Samuel Gompers, as president of the American
Federation of Labor, were to send money into the State of New
Jersey in order to assist in the election or nomination of a can-
didate for Congress in that State, the money to be expended, of
course, in a legitimate way for speakers or for literature, Would
he become a criminal under the terms of this act?

Mr. CLAPP. If the Standard Oil Co.——

My, CUMMINS. I did not ask about the Standard Oil Co.

Mr. CLAPP. If the Standard Oll Co. sent money into New
Jersey to be used for campaign purposes, they would be guiliy
under this statute.

Mr. CUMMINS.
eration of Labor.
done.

Mr, CLAPP. Exactly; and I am illustrating it with illus-
trations that have occurred.

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from Minnesoia does not
answer my question. Does he understand that under those cir-
cumstances the officers of the Federation of Labor would be-
come liable to the penal provisions of this act?

Mr. CLAPP. I will answer that very promptly, very ean-
didly, and, I think, very definitely. If this bill becomes a law,
any person, firm, copartnership, or corporation that sends
money into the State of New Jersey to influence the nomina-
tion of a Member of Congress or the election of a Representative
or a Senator, or the election of a President or Vice President or
of their electors, would be guilty.

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, we have, Mr. President, the peculiar
situation, that if the money is sent to and is distributed by what
is known here as a Republican national committee or a Demo-
cratie national committee, or any other political committee, it
may be done without offense; but if any other great society,
however altruistic in its purpose, attempts to influence the elec-
tion or nomination of Members of Congress it becomes an
offender against the law.

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; the committee——

Mr, WILLIAMS. Representing a special interest

AMr. CUMMINS. This bill does not say anything about “a
special interest.” It says any person sending any money or
causing any money to be sent from one State to another shall com-
mit the offense if that money is to be used to secure the nomina-
tion or election of a President or Vice President, or the electors of
either, or a Member of the House of Representatives or of ihe
Senate. The committee, however, having charge of this bill
saw very clearly that it must make certain exceptions, and the
exceptions were made in behalf of recognized political com-
mittees. Moneys may be properly sent to and expended by those
committees; but 1 take it that there are other sovieties in the
country that may properly interest themselves in the public
welfare to the extent of taking a part in political campaigns
for or against the nomination of Members of Congress.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, with the permission of the
Senator from Minnesota

Mr, CLAPP. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Iowa will yield—

Mr., CUMMINS. I yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The distinction in this bill is perfectly
clear. It is the distinction between the receipt of money by a
commiitee required by law to make a report and a committee
not so required by law to make a report. This bill does not
say * political committee” at all. If a committee of capitalists
intending to destroy labor or a committee of laborers intending
to destroy capital, not required by law to make a report. shall
undertake to mobilize capital and money and to direct it to a
particular point for the purpose of accomplishing this object,
that falls within the purview of the bill; and it ought to fall
within the purview of the bill, for it is subserving a private and
class interest at the expense of the general public.

I took the case of the president of the Fed-
I am asking about things that have been
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Now. if the Senator will read the provisions of the bill care-
fully, he will see that the exceptions direct themselves toward
committees which are required by law to make a report; and
in the amendment which I suggested a moment ago, and which
was accepted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarr], that
point was maintained.

My. CUMMINS.. Mr, President, if T may be permitted still
further to trespass upon the time of the Senator from Minne-
sota——

Mr, CLAPP. Certainly,

Mr, CUMMINS. I will say that the view of the Senator from
Mississippi as to the subject is a correct view, but that view
is not covered by this bill as I read it. Let us get it clearly in
our minds. The bill provides:

That hereafter It shall be unlawful for any person, firm, corporation,

association, or committee, or any officer or agent of any person, firm,
corporation, association, or committee, to send—

I need not read more of that—

to any person, firm, corporation, association, or commitfee in any other
State or Territory of the United States, including the District of Co-
lumbia; or from any Insular possession of the United States to any
erson, firm, corporation, association, or committee in any State or
Territory of the United States, Including the District of Columbia, to
be used or expended for and on behalf of the nomination or election
of a President or Vice President of the United Btates, or of any Mem-
ber of the House of Representatives, or any Member of the Unlted
States Senate—

and so forth. .

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, the exception follows it.

Mr. CUMMINS. Just a moment. That is the statement of
the prohibitions; that is the declaration of the law, the viola-
tion of which makes the person who violates it a criminal. Now,
let us see about the exceptions. There are certain exceptions to
that, namely:

Provided, That this act shall not apply to the payment of bills in-
curred by a national or State campalgn committee in the fitting out and
maintenance of speaking campaigns by a candidate for the office of
President or Viee President, w?nem a train is fitted out and maintained
by the national or State committee; nor shall it include the actual ex-
penses of gpeakers sent ont by a national or State committee, the ex-
penses of lHteratore distributed by a national committee, advertisements
marked as such pald for by a national committee, or campaign funds
{':;lsglwtor and sent to o national committee properly repor as required

1 make no point as to the latter, because while I have not ex-
amined it eritically I assume that the amendment suggested by
the Senator from Mississippi will cover the point I originally
made, -

Mr. WILLIAMS. Precisely.

Mr. CUMMINS. But what I am now calling to the attention
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp] is this: That the
bill makes it impossible for an innocent person to send money
under any circumstances to another innocent person in another
State to be used in a political way; that is, to be used for the
nomination or election of these various candidates. That will
make it impossible for an association like the American Federa-
tion of Labor to send any money anywhere, no matter how
worthy the purpose may be—that is, in the circulation of litera-
ture or to pay the expenses of a speaker—if the object is to
affect the nomination of a candidate for Congress or the election
of a candidate for Congress. It will make it impossible for the
National Association of——

Mr. CLAPP. Woman Suffrage.

Mr. CUMMINS. Woman suffrage

Mr. CLAPP. I will attend to that in a moment.

Mr. CUMMINS. To send any money. I am simply going
over the list. At the same time, it would make it impossible
for the National Association of Manufacturers to send any
money. The Senator from Minnesota can not segregate the
selfish interests and prohibit them without at the same time
including the altruistic societies and prohibiting them. If he
can find any way in which to do it, I would be very glad to
assist in it; but I am not prepared to say, so far as I am con-
cerned, that committees are the only persons who can honestly
and for the public welfare expend money in the nomination and
election of Members of Congress.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me,
it seems to me there is a complete misunderstanding of this
provision.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. CLAPP. I should like to finish my statement.

Mr. THOMAS., What I had to say had reference to the
inquiry of the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. CLAPP. Of course, we can not in this bill name the
American National Manufacturers’ Assoclation—I think that is
what the association referred to by the Senator from Iowa is
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called—we can not name any particular organizations. The
purpose of the bill is to bring political activities as much into
the light as they can be brought. The law already recognizes
committees, National and State, and any association of Amer-
fcan citizens, no matter what their purpose may be, if they
desire to take part in the election of Representatives, Senators,
the President, and presidential electors may organize their
committees. They will then be required to make public their
contributions and their disbursements, The same opportunity
is offered to the most highly altruistic as to the most partisan
political organization. All they have to do is to avail them-
selves of the law of this country, organize their committees,
call them political committees. and then come within the re-
quirements of the law as to publicity. :

I am most heartily in favor of woman suffrage, but vet if
money is to be sent into a State to influence the election of
Representatives or Senators by those who are interested in
woman suffrage, if the sentiment back of woman suffrage is to
be a political force taking part in political activities in the
propaganda preceding the final securing of woman suffrage,
then that propaganda ought to be an open, organized propa-
ganda, submitting to the laws requiring reports of. receipts and
expenditures the same as any other political propaganda.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— L

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly.

Mr. CUMMINS. Is it true that any of these socleties could
bring themselves into the existing law with regard to reports
by simply filing reports? I may be wrong about it, but I did
not know that such an organization as the American Federation
of Labor, for instance, could bring itself within the statute
requiring reports of campaign expenditures and contributions.
If that be so, very much of my objection disappears.

Mr. CLAPP. I will answer the Senator very readily. Under
the laws of the United States the American Protective Asso-
clation can meet, call itself a pelitical body, organize its com-
mittee;s. and by making its reports as required of political
organizations can come within the exceptions of this bill.

Mr. WILLIAMS, If the Senator will pardon me, they need
not even go that far; they need not call themselves * political ”
at all. All they have to do is to organize a national or a State
comimittee.

Mr, CLAPP. It might be necessary to adopt some name.

Mr. WILLIAMS. They may call it a campaign committee,
whethier they are responsible to a political party or not. They
may enter as a State or national campaign committee opposed
to all political parties.

Mr. CLAPP. The fact remains that under this bill any body
of American citizenship, whatever their purpose, can avail them-
selves of the exemptions of this bill by organizing their national
and State committees and making public their contributions and
expenditures.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota
yield to the Senator from Colorado?

Mr. CLAPP. I do.

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cumains]
asked a question a few moments ago, and the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. CLaPP] answered it by referring to the Standard
Oil Co., which was for purposes of illustration; but the question
and the answer suggested to my mind what may be a serious
objection to this measure, to which I wish to call the attention
of the Senator from Minnesota. Such great institutions as the
Standard Oil Co. have their headquarters and their business in
every State of the Union and every Territory in the Union. As
a consequence, if they desire to take part in political cam-
paigns, it is not necessary for them to transmit money from one
State to another at all. The money is there. All that is neces-
sary under those circumstances is to dispose of the money as
may be desired, whereas in the case of organizations and in-
stitutions less widespread in character the prohibition against
the transmission of any money is effective; in consequence of
which, it spems to me that the bill gives a tremendous advantage
to the huge concerns which the bill is aimed to restrict as
against a class whose activities do not so much need to be so
restricted.

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, if
this bill becomes a law and the Standard Oil Co. through its
agencies directs the payment of money in Iowa for political
purposes prohibited by this act, and that fact can be estab-
lished, there can be no question that they would be punishable
under the law.

Mr. THOMAS. If this proposed statute goes as far as that,
the Senator may be correct——




2636

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

OcToBER 13,

Mr. CLAPP. Of course, they are prohibited from making any
contributions at all

Mr. THOMAS. But I do not so read it. For instance, the
Standard Oil Co. at present consists of perhaps a score or more
of corporations.

Mr. CUMMINS. How many?

Mr. THOMAS. Quite a number—a score or more.

My, CUMMINS, Thirty-four. The original Standard Oil Co.
was divided into 34 corporations.

AMr. THOMAS. These corporations are located and have their
domiciles in a great many States in the Union. I do not under-
stand that this bill would reach, for example, a contribution in
the State of Indiana by the Indiana Standard Oil Co.

Mr. CLAPP. No; but the law against corporations making
contributions would reach them.

Mr. THOMAS. That is another law.

Mr. CLAPP. That is another law, and it is another case
from this. This law does not seek to reach that at all.

Mr. THOMAS. I do not see how this bill can reach that
situation; and if we have such a law, why the necessity of
this?

Mr. CLAPP. The necessity for this is to prevent their sending
money from one State into another.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, is this not quite different?
The statute of 1907 makes it unlawful for * any national bank
or any corporation organized by authority of any law of Con-
gress to make a money contribution in connection with any
election to any political office.” It provides that “it shall also
be unlawful for any corporation whatever to make a money con-
tribution in connection with any eleetion at which presidential and
vice presidential electors or a Representative in Congress is to
be voted for, or any election by any State legislature of a United
States Senator.”

The object of the pending bill is to prevent the sending of
contributions by an individual from one State into another. Is
not that the case?

Ar. CLAPP. That is the primary object. Of course to-day
a corporation ean not openly make a contribution, but a cor
poration in one State might in a subterranean way send money
to another State. Nobody elaims that this law is a cureall
It is an effort to reach the sinister, subterranean transmission
and deluging of districts and States with money from centers
where they have it in abundance.

Alr. BURTON. Is it not true that the words “corporation”
and “association” are used here out of abundant caution, to
repent the existing law?

Mr. CLAPP. Why, of course.

Mr. BURTON. What the bill really includes for the first
time is a person, a firm, and, perhaps, a committee. The cor-
porations were forbidden to contribute before. °

Mr. CLAPP. They were forbidden to make any contribution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
CLAPP

1

Mr. BURTON. What is that amendment? As I understand,
it is on page 2.

Mr. CLAPP. Let the Secretary report it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment,

The SgcrerarY. On page 2, at the end of section 1, lines 20
and 21, it is proposed to strike out the words “ properly re-
ported as required by law " and in lieu thereof to insert:
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be not reported as required by law.

Mr. BURTON. I am inclined to think the second provision
is rather severe. A political committee is oftentimes made up
of a very considerable number of persons, only a few of whom
have to do with the disbursement or receipt of money. Two of
the statutes already passed on that subject—that of June 25,
1910, and that of August 19, 1911—require that there shall be a
treasurer, and that all contributions shall be reported to him;
and he is the one made responsible for making these statements.

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, I think the Sena-
tor’s position is correct. At least, the previous language would
make any member of the committee liable who knowingly did
it and T think would free the matter from complications.

Mr, BURTON, It seems to me “required by law to peport”
covers the case sufficiently. There might be a member entirely
innocent of any wrongdoing who did not know of these contri-
butions and who would be penalized by the language suggested
by the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. The object of the amendment was to make
the members of these committees keep track of what was being
done and to punish them if they did not. We have a good deal

of this careless director business and a good deal of other things
of that sort in the country. If you undertake to punish merely
the secretary or the treasurer, I believe the Senator said, you
do what has been done too much all the time.

A number of men are appointed members of a campaign com-
mittee, which is a branch subcommittee of a national commit-
tee, They surrender the entire management to one man, and
he reports, or does not report, as recently happened in the great
Empire State of this country. Everybody else claims ignorance
of what has happened, as the directors of a bank claim igno-
rance of the fact that the bank has been violating the law. I
think they all ought to be punighed—the directors in one case
and the members of the committee in the other—because they
do not attend to their work.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senafor from Georgin?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. I simply wish to ask the Senafor from Minne-
sota [Mr. Crarp] and also the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Wirnziams], who are interested in this bill on behalf of the
committee, if they are not willing to lay it aside now in order
qlt:t we may have a short executive session? It is nearly €

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think it would be better to finish the bill,
if we can.

Mr. CLAPP. We are through with all the amendments. It
will not take five minutes.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It will not take long.

The repetition of the latter part of that language, “as re-
quired by law,” I think does not cut much figure. It was re-
peated for the sake of greater clearness of expression amd
lucidity of thought. The object of the amendment was to keep
an innocent party who had sent money on to a committee
which had not made a report as provided by law from being
punished and to punish the committee.

I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
BurtoN] to this matter of common knowledge and common
sense: He knows as well as I do that if the members of this
committee knew they were going to be punished unless these
reports were made, they would see to it that the man who was
put in the position of making the report was a man upon whom
they could rely to make the report. He would be that sort of a
man. There would be no practical difficulty about it at all.
He would never dare to fail to make a report of a contribu-
tion, partially because he himself would be punished—and,
with the divergence of punishment meted out to offenders, he
would be chiefly punished—and partially because of the fact
that the other men upon the committee would be bound up with
him, would be in precisely the same boat, and the very first
instructions they would give to him would be that under all
circumstances. always, every contribution must be reported.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I will say to the
Senator from Minnesota that I hardly think it is a proper thing
for us to go on and dispose of an important bill like this, which
seems to be the subject of a great deal of doubt in the mind of
every Senator, with only a dozen Senators on the floor; and I
hope he will realize that it is necessary to lay it aside. For
one, I am not willing to see the bill passed with only a dozen
Senators present. I think it is an exceedingly questionable bill.
I am not satisfied with its provisions, and I am not prepared to
vote for it. It seems to me to be very crude and very difficult
of comprehension. I for one am not willing to see it enacted
into law with only a dozen Senators on the floor.

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator can defeat it, of course.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I do not care to suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum, but I thought the Senator would realize the
wisdom of laying the bill aside at this time.

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir; I am not willing to lay the bill aside.
We commenced its consideration at 2 o'clock. If the bill had
been considered continuously, we could have finished it in two
or three hours. It was laid aside by reason of a discusslon with
reference to the action and doings of the Commitiee on Banking
and Currency. We have now completed the bill except for one
gsimple amendment. I can not, in justice—

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator from Minnesota,
with all the amendments which have been made to the bill, if
he does not think it ought to be printed, so that we can see
what it is before we vote upon it?

Mr. CLAPP. No, sir. Every amendment has been simply
to strengthen and make plainer the purpose of the bill. The
bill was thoroughly considered in the committee by some of the
strongest Senators here, and every amendment but one or two
is printed, and they are merely verbal changes. The Senator
must either Iet the bill pass or he must defeat it.
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Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business.

Mr. CLAPP. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It was to avoid that that I made
the suggestion that it would be well to lay the bill aside until
it could be taken up when more Senators were on the floor. I
do not think two or three Senators ought to legislate for the
whole United States.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I make the point of order that the
call for a quorum ends debate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Bacon Chamberlain Norris Sterling
Bankhead Clapp Page Thomas
Bradley Cummins Poindexter Yardaman
Brady Lane Sheppard Williams
Bryan Martin, Va. Bmith, Ariz,

Burton Martine, N. J. Smith, Md.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Twenty-two Senators have an-
swered to the roll call—mot a quorum.

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that the names of the absentees be called.

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 55 minutes
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, October 16, 1913,
at 12 o'clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxbpay, October 13, 1913.

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Lord God of hosts, Father of all souls, we bless Thee, that
the holy of holies is always accessible to Thy children, that
all who will may enter in and drink freely from the fountain of
life, be exalted, ennobled, purified. Impart unto us grace suffi-
cient unto our needs, that we may live to the full measure of
Christian manhood this day. In the spirit of the Lord Jesus
Christ. Amen.

“The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, October 11, 1913,
was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by
Mr. Latta, one of his secretarieg, who also informed the House
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed
bills of the following titles:

On September 30, 1913 :

H. R.8364. An act to authorize the President to provide a
method for opening lands restored from reservation or with-
drawal, and for other purposes.

On October 3, 1913 :

H. . 3321. An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide
revenue for the Government, and for other purposes;

I1. R.7377. An act extending to the port of Perth Amboy,
N. J., the privileges of section T of the act approved June 10,
1880, governing immediate transportation of dutiable merchan-
dise without appraisement;

S.99. An act to fix the times and places of holding district
conrt for the district of Arizona;

8. 2254, An act to amend chapter 1, section 18, of the Judicial
Code; and

S.2727. An act to create an additional land district in the
State of Nevada.

On Oectober 6, 1913:

H. R.1681. An act to extend the time for constructing a
bridge across.the Red Lake River in township 153 north, range
40 west, in Red Lake County, Minn. ;

II. R. 1985. An act to authorize the county of Aitkin, Minn,,
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Aitkin
County, Minn.;

H. R. 6878. An act to authorize Robert W. Buskirk, of Mate-
wan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at
Matewan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same forms the
boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Een-
tucky;

H. R. 6582, An act to authorize the city of Fairmont to con-

. struct and operate a bridge across the Monongahela River at
or near the city of Fairmont, In the State of West Virginia ;

. H.R. 6635 An act to authorize the county of Hamilton, in the

State of Tennessee, to construct a bridge across the Tennessee

River at Chattanooga, in the State of Tennessee;

H. R. 7469. An act to authorize the construetion, maintenance,
and operation of a bridge across the Little River at or near
Lepanto, Ark.;

H. R. 7470. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance,
and operation of a bridge across Black River at or near the
section line between sections 8 and 9, in township 20 north,
range 5 east, being a short distance south and east of the town
of Corning, Clay County, Ark.;

H. Il. 7472. An act authorizing Beaufort and St. Helena Town-
ships, Beaufort County, 8. C., to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge and approaches thereto across Beaufort River in
Beaufort County, 8. O.;

H. R. 7596. An act to increase the limit of cost of the United
States post-office building at Beloit, Kans.; and

H. R. 7875. An act to increase the limit of cost of the public
building at Augusta, Ga.

On October 7, 1913:

H. R. 5801. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across White River at Newport, Ark.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
7898) making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in
appropriations for the fiscal year 1913, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the amendments of the Senate Nos. 8 and 107 to the bill
(H. R. T808) making appropriations to supply urgent deficien-
cies in appropriations for the fiscal year 1913, and for other
purposes, and recedes from its amendments Nos. 10, 11, 27,
28, 20, 80, 31, 32, 83, 82, 93, and 97.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hos-
S0N] is recognized.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal
privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, in the Recorp of October 10
appears the following. I was not present at the time, being
absent in Alabama conducting my senatorial campaign.

Mr. MANN. On what page is it?

Mr. HOBSON. It is on page 6150 of the Recomp. I quote
the following:
Mr. DoxovaN, Mr. Speaker, in order to remove the cha I made it

deserves an explanation or an apology. 1 had in my mind, gentlemen,
our leaders who have been absent from here for more than four months.
I had in mind the gentleman from Alabama, whose last appearance here
was on the 7th of May, 1913, when he talked upon the subject of eco-
nomic conditions in the South, and especially in Alabama. Now, that
great leader is responsible for the absenteeism, because when men of his
type leave this House the new Member, or a k!emher of a shorter term
of service than he, will leave. When that great naval constructor, so to
speak, who thinks he is fit to be President of these United States, has
taken himself away from his duties in this House, when we have sent
out an order by the way of the Sergeant at Arms—

In order to understand that, I will read from the previous
column Mr. Doxovax's remarks that were interrupted, as
follows:

Mr. DoNOVAN. Mr. Speaker, having only three minutes, 1 prefer not to
be interrupted. We are saying a great deal here about the employees.
There ought to be a word sald about ourselves. I had stated the other
day that our leaders, so to speak, were In fault as to the conditions
here on account of absenteeism.

And then again on page 6174, in the Recorp of the same date,
is found the following:

Mr. DoxovaN. Mr. Speaker, I read from an editorial in the Bridge-
port (Conn,) Farmer of September 20 the following:

“When a Congressman runs away from his work and is consistently
and freqrucntly a t from the scene of his duties, he defrauds the
people of that which he agreed to give them. He does wrong."

Then, again, a little farther down in the same column, he
proceeds:

Some few days ago I called attentlon to the fact that some of the
leaders had practically abandoned their duties here and left the mannge-
ment of the business of the House to new men. A great currenc
measure was up for action, and at the same time a great tarif bill,
that had taken months to construct, had come into the House with the
Senate disagreeing.

And then farther down in the same column is the following:

A most noticeable absentee was one who Is considered by himself to
be presidential timber.

I do not suppose the record of the Clerk can notice the
laughter of the reader to inject there.

A most noticeable absentee was one who is considered by himself
to be presidential timber, and who is, perhaps, one of the most able
ones amongst us. He ] seen here once or twice since about
May 7. ow, when this t mind from Alabama absented himself
from his duties and left the affairs of the Nation to new Members,
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how can it be expected that some of the new Members will not feel
that the country will surely run along without them if it can run a :{
withont the scervices of the gentleman who is considered of .Prcsldentis
timber? We were called here by our Dresident on Agrll last: and
what an example it was that this naval constructor, who would have a
battleship in every man's front yard, remained with us until May T,
when he left us as though the session was over as far as he was con-
cerned? What sort of a condition would we have here if every Aem-
ber who hns been here a lesser number of terms should absent himself
in the same way?

Now, there has been a daily absenteefsm that averages 250 Members
for several weeks past.

Honor should at least dictate that they who can not attend should
‘rt:gg'n or do their duty as thege omised by their oaths. They receive

pay and are honored by being Members of the Natiomal House, to

gay nothing of the prestize it gives a Member {o be sent to Congress.
It is likewise true that absenteeism is prevalent amongst the older
Members of the minority. What a spectacle for one of the great lead-
ers, Mr. GARDNER, of Massachusetts, to take himself away in the middle
of '.‘iuly, secking other honors and another position.

And so forth,

Mr. Speaker, the press dispatches of the next day took up the
same matter. I quote from the Birmingham Age-Herald of
October 11 briefly. The headlines are: c
CONGRESSMAN DONOVAN ATTACKS HOBSON TFOR ABSENTEEISM FROM

HOUSE—ALABAMA CONGRESSMAN ALLUDED TO AS THE " GEEAT NAVAL

COXSTRUCTOR "' WHO HAS BEEN ABSEXT FROM POST SINCH MAY 7—

MINORITY LEADER MANN DEFEXDS MISSING CONGHESSMAN,

[By C. E. Stewnart.]
weial).—An echo of the Senatorial fight
in Alabama was heard in the Honse to-day when Representative Doxo-
vaN, of Connecticut, vigorously attacked RicHMOND PrEArRsoN HoBsoN

for absentee!
Mr. Doxovax did not refer to Mr. MoesoX by name, but alluded to
constroctor,” who, he

the “ gentleman from Alabama, the great nava

sald, had been absent from his post since May 7.
Then the item proceeds:

“Any Member of Con, who remains away from his duties is de-
franding the people of the United Btates out of the money they pay
him as salary,” charged Mr, DONOVAN,

That is quoted from an Alabama paper. Again, on the same
day, I quote a local paper to indicate the interpretation of the
press in the report that went to the country at large. I quote
this from the Washington Post of October 11, under the head-
ing— ’

CALLS OFF CLAYTON—PRESIDENT'S REQUEST TAKES HIM FROM SENATE
RACE—BIG BOOST FOR UNDERWOOD—JUDICIARY CHAIRMAN IS5 BADLY
NEEDED IN THE HQUSE, SAYS WILSON—REGARDING MR. WILSON AS
PARTY LEADER, MR, CLAYTON WILL YIRLD—HOBSON WOULD THEN RBE
OXLY OPPONENT OF THE AUTHOR OF THE TARIFF BILL TO SUCCEED THE
LATE SBENATOR JOHNSTON—DOXOVAN ATTACKS HOBSON.

President Wilson yesterdny gave a big impetus to the ecandidacy of
Representative Oscar UxpERWwooDp, the Democratie leader, for the United
States Benate from Alabama. Through the personal efforts of the Presi-
dent, Representative Hexry D. CrayTtoN has decided to withdraw as a
eandidate for the Benate. This leaves the field to Mr, UNxpERWOOD and
Representative RicEmoxp Prarson HoBsox, one of whom will probu.bi;
succeed to the place made vacant by the death of Senator Joseph F.
Johnston.,

A little farther down in the same paragraph appears this
statement from Mr. Doxovan. I shall not take the time to read
the President’s letter and other matters that are not relevant
to the matter at issme. The caption of this subhead is * ‘De-
frauding the people,’ says DoxNovas,” and then it proceeds:

An echo of the senatorial fight was heard in the House yesterday.
Representative Hopsox was attacked by Representative JEREMIAH DoxXo-
vax, of Connecticut, in the course of a speech denouncing absenteeism.
He did not mention Mr, Hopsox's name, but addressed his remarks to
“the gentleman from Alabama, the great naval constructor.” Mr,
DoxovaN said that Mr. HoBsox been absent from his duties since

May 7.
“Any Member of Congress who remalns away from his duties,” sald
nited Btates out of the

Mr. DoNOvVAN, “ Is defrauding the le of the
money they pay to him as salary.

Some Members of the House interpreted Mr. DoxovaN’'s remarks as
& direct accusation against Mr, Hossox,

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman mentions that for some weeks the
average absenteeism has amounted to 250 Members. Now, I
would not have troubled the House if he had simply included
me with those.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the
gehitleman has not stated a question of personal privilege.

Mr. HOBSON. If the gentleman will permit me, I will
state it

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman desires to address the House
I think the House is perfectly willing to hear him.

Mr. HOBSON. I will state the question of personal privilege.
I was coming to that. It is because my name is used specifically
and because of such words as those which I have read and which
the gentleman heard, “ Defraud the Government™ and * Honor
should at least dictate that they who can not attend should re-
sign or do their duty,” that I rise fo a guestion of personal
privilege. Mr. Speaker, those references now directly involve a
question of personal privilege, and I desire to address the House
thereupon.

Mr. MANN. BREaut, Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentieman
has raised a queslion of persomal privilege. If any gentleman

on the floor had used language that was derogatory to the gen-
tleman from Alabama, that language was subject to a point of
order at the time, and could have been taken down, and the
gentleman even punished by the House for the use of it. But
when the House did not do that it is too late to raise a question
of personal privilege on it. However, if the genfleman desires
to address the House, and if, as is apparent, a certain situation
in Alabama is introduced into the House, I submit that if my
distinguished friend from Alabama [Mr. Hoesox] addresses
the House, the other two candidates for Senator in the House
should have an equal opportunity to speak.

Mr. HOBSON. I shall certainly raise no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not care how many Mem-
bers address the House, if they can put themselves in a position
where they are entitled to address it; and the Chair thinks
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopson] has stated a
question of personal privilege. The charge is made almost in
the language of the rule itself.

Mr. MANN. T was going to suggest——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment.
The charge goes to the conduct of the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Hoesox] in his representative capacity, and that is the
language of the rule.

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. Now, if the Washington Post or any news-
paper in the country wanted to attack any Member of thia
House for things done in his personal capacity rather than his
representative eapacity, that would not furnish any question
of privilege; but the offense charged against the geutleman
tmlg Alabama [Mr. Hossox], both by the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. DoxovaN] and by these newspapers, is that he is
derelict in his duty as a Member of the House and is defraud-
ing the Government out of his salary; and if that does not raise
a question of privilege, the Chair can not understand what
would raise one,

Mr. MANN, Mr. Bpeaker, before the Speaker finally rules
let us see. The language used by the gentleman from Connecti-
cut, which is the basis of the newspaper article, was that Mem-
bers who were absent were defrauding the public. Can each one
of the Members who has been absent during this session of
Congress rise to a question of personal privilege based upon
that, and first make a statement as to how long he has been
absent and when; and second, argue the question as to whether
he has defraunded the public? \

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not hold anything of the
sort, but——

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Hopsox] is
no different from the other Members,

The SPEAKER. He is in this different situation from the
other Members. This matter divides Ttself into two parts, one
what the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. DoNovax] said and
one what these newspapers said; and while the genfleman from
Connecticut did not say “ Ricumoxp P. Hopsox,” or “the gen-
&eugan from Alabama, Mr. Hoesox,” he described him, so

a

Mr., MANN. I think the gentleman from Alabama could
plead not guilty on this description. He is deseribed as a great
naval constructor, and certninly the gentleman could plead not
guilty on that.

The SPEAKER. The Chalr is not certain whether he could
plead not guilty on that. If a Member were to get up in this
House and not say anything except to call for the naval con-
structor who is a Member of this House, everybody would
know that it was Capt. Hoesox whom he was talking about.
Now, we have what the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Doxo-
vAN] said, and then these newspapers came out and ealled him
by name. It makes no difference what made them do it. Some
of them, no doubt, had malice and some of them simply did it
because they wanted to create a sensation; but, anyhow, the
papers named Capt. HossoN by name and charged him with
defrauding the Government out of his salary.

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman from Connecticut, as far as
he charged anything, based it upon the newspaper report that
all absentees——

The SPEAKER. Well, but leave the gentleman from Con-
nectieut [Mr. Doxovax] entirely out of this question—-

Mr. MANN. Can each one of these Members now argue the
question here as to whether he is defranding the public by
being absent? That is a matter of argument.

The SPEAKER. Suppose that the Washington Post should
charge the gentleman from Iliinois [Mr. Mawnx] with getting
money out of the Government on false pretenses, under some
pretext?

Mr. MANN. I should consider it beneath me to rise to a ques-
tion of personal privilege,
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman might consider it beneath
him, but it is a question that goes to the integrity of the
Member. 2

Mr. MANN. But these charges are made in the House. No
quotation has been made here from any newspaper except to
state what took place in the House.

The SPEAKER. I know, but the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Hoesox] has read from two newspapers, one the Wash-
ington Post and one the Birmingham Age-Herald. The Bir-
mingham Age-Herald had great headlines stating that the gen-
tlemsn from Connecticut, Congressman DoxNovan, attacked
Hoesox; and then the article went on to state what he at-
tacked him about, defrauding the Government. The Chair does
not have any doubt about that being a question of personal
privilege, leaving the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Doxo-
van] and his speech clear out of it

Mr. MANN. I shall endeavor to confine the gentleman from
Alabama purely to the guestion of personal privilege, unless we
reach an agreement as to time, and so forth.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama would relieve
the situation, as far as the gentleman from Illinois is concerned,
if he would ask permission to address the House.

Mr. HOBSON. I will put it in that form, Mr. Speaker, in
order to relieve the situnation.

Mr. MANN. How much time does the gentleman desire?

Mr. HOBSON. I do not know. I think it will take me 30
or 40 minutes, Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent——

Mr. MANN. Make it an hour.

Mr. HOBSON. Well, a Member rising to a guestion of per-
sonal privilege is allowed an hour, but I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for one hour.

Mr. MANN. I couple with that the request that the gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. CrayroN] and the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. Usperwoop] have permission to address the
House for one hour each.

The SPEAKER. But they have not asked permission of the
House. If either one of them should ask permission to address
the House, the Chair has no doubt in the world that it would be
granted.

Mr. MANN. But I ask unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous
consent that each of these three gentlemen be permitied to ad-
dress the House for one hour. :

Mr. FITZGERALD. What was the request?

The SPEAKER. That the three gentlemen from Alabama
mixed up in this senatorial matter shall each have an hour to
address the House,

Mr. DENT. I object to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois.

Mr. MANN. They do not have to address the House unless
they want to. .

Mr, COOPER. Mr. Speaker, T think the gentleman from Illi-
nois will modify his request when he is reminded of the fact
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Crayrox] has formally
withdrawn from the senatorial contest.

Mr. MANN, I did not know that; but that being the case, I
will modify the request and ask that the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Unprewoob] have an hour in which to address the
House if he wishes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNnez-
woop] has not intimated that he wanted to address the House.

Mr. MANN. But he might if we get into the senatorial sit-
uation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopsox]
asks unanimous consent that he may address the House for an
hour. The gentleman from Illinois modifies the request of the
gentleman from Alabama by including in it one hour for the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoob] if he wishes to
address the House for that length of time, or any time within
the hour.

Mr. DENT. I will withdraw my objection.

Mr. DONOVAN rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Connecticut rise?

Mr. DONOVAN. Reserving the right to object, I would like
to have coupled with that leave for me to speak 10 minutes
following the distinguished gentleman——

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticnt [Mr. DoNo-
vax] couples with that the right to speak 10 minutes after the
other gentlemen have got through.

Ml;. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I had not completed my re-
quest,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DONOVAN. I desire to have 10 minutes to follow the
distinguished gentleman from Alabama, who bhas seen fit to
return to his post.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr, Doxo-
VAN] couples with that the request that he be permitted to speak
10 'minutes after the gentlemen have conciuded. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, this question of personal privi-
lege brings up first a question of fact which is very easily set-
tled. The gentleman from Connecticut makes the first state-
ment that I was absent from the House and have been absent
continually since May 7. In the next quotation he =aid that I
had been back once or twice. I desire to make the statement
that I was here on May 8, 9, and 10, June 23, 24, 25, 26, August
26, 27, 28, September 16, 17, 18, 19, 29, and 30.

I notice that September 30 comes very near to the date of
the gentleman's speech, and I may mention to him that I was
not only present but I actually made a speech of a whole minute
in length barring the part that was taken up by an inferruption.
The gentleman’s remarks included the assumption that I was
away during the preparation and passage of the tariff bill and
the eurrency bill. Mr. Speaker, I was here during that time.

Mr. DONOVAN rose.

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. DONOVAN. I do not want the gentleman to injure
himself.

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the gentleman would
speak a little louder.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, T intended to be courteous——

The SPEAKER. Yes; but the Chair eould not hear what the
gentleman was saying.

Mr. DONOVAN. I will try and emphasize it. T wish to save
ﬁ;t%‘entlenmn from injuring himself, if he will permit an inter-

on.

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to
the gentleman from Connecticut?

Mr. HOBSON. Very gladly.

Mr. DONOVAN. The gentleman from Alabama is starting off
wrong by saying that I had suggested that he was absent during
the tariff bill or the preparation of the tariff bill. There was
no such statement.

Mr. HOBSON. I will correct that, for I will say that the
tariff bill passed before the 7th of May. The statement in the
gentleman’s speech was:

Bome few days 1 eall
leaders had ra.gtica y abandgdne:lttineﬂo au:?estg:nhgdt?:;t g?llgem:iatg]::
ment of the business of the House to new men. A great currency Imeas-
are was up for action, and at the same time a great tarif bill that had
taken months to construct had eome into the House with the Senate
disagreeing.

Now, Mr. Speaker, this Congress was called together for the
express purpose of the preparation and passage of these two
great measures, and by our caucus action and by the action of
the House practically all other business, with a few exceptions,
has been excluded from the business of this session. I desire
to state that I was present continually during the caucus proceed-
ings and the preparation of the tariff bill. I do not mean to
say that I was in the caucus personally all the time, but I was
here expressly to attend that work and did so attend. T wish
also to state, Mr. Speaker, that while I did not remain here for
the general debate upon the tariff bill—and all gentlemen realize
how few Members, exceedingly few, do so remain, because in
general debate the subject is not confined to the bill itself—I
came expressly for the purpose of taking part in the considera-
tion of the tariff bill in its second reading under the five-minute
rule. I was present through that consideration. I was present
when the tariff bill passed.

I wish also to state, Mr. Speaker, that I came expressly for
the purpose of taking part in the caucus preparation of the
currency bill, and did so take part. I wish to say also that I
was here and came expressly for the purpose of taking part
in the consideration of the currency bill under the five-minute
rule, not coming for the general debate for the reasons stated
above. I did take part finally in the consideration and second
reading of that bill and voted on the bill.

I wish further to state that I came to Washington expressly
for the purpose of hearing the President’s special message upon
the relations with Mexico. I wish also to state that I came ex-
pressly to Washington and was here when the tariff bill came
back from the Senate, and I took part in and voted upon the
report of the conference committee.

Mr. Speaker, to put it briefly, I find that since May 7 I have
voted upon 13 roll calls, and I was paired on all of the roll
calls that I missed. I will not add the roll ealls in the eaucus.
I was here, as far as I know, on every important bill except
this last deficiency appropriation biil, which is nonpartisan. I
wish to say, furthermore, that even upon the routine matters
and unimportant roll calls there was not a day when I did not
have my position as a Democratfec voter with my party pro-
tected by a pair. :
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Mr. Speaker, while I was looking at these matters I thought
I would see what the gentleman from Connecticut had been
doing. I find that he failed to vote on a roll call on May 9 on
the question of no quorum—on the second roll call on May 9.
T note that he failed to vote on a roll call on June 27 and on a
roil eall on July 9. I may remark incidentally that upon those
roll calls I find I was present and voted. Perhaps that is the
reason the gentleman did not know that I was present. On July
29 he failed to vote, and again on July 22 on a roll call; and on
July 23 he failed to vote, and on July 24. I notice this, Mr.
Speaker, that in these eight cases where he failed to vote he
had no pair and did not protect his party by having such a
pair. I do not know that I would have been away from Con-
gress at all—I will not say that, either; but, generally speak-
ing, when important matters are liable o come up—unless I
had gotten a pair.

The gentleman referred briefly to the new Members and their
inexperience. It just occurs to me that perhaps in charity I
might mention this. Perhaps the gentleman’s experience has
not been sufficient yet for him to find out respecting pairs, or,
if he has found out, perhaps he thought, being so inexperienced,
it did not matter very much whether a new Member was paired
or not.

Mr. Speaker, while I was absent, I think it is due this House
that I should tell it, that part of the time I was conducting a
senatorial campaign in Alabama and part of the time I was
lecturing, and if any gentleman would like to know the frac-
tional part of the time, or anything further about these lectures,
1 would be glad to tell him; and I would like to say about my
lectures generally, that they are like the Speaker’s, subject to
cancellation, subordinate to public duty. 1 want to say that
during part of my absence I was also in the sixth distriet of
Alabama conducting an expedition of Government experts
through my district, the greatest experts in the world on farm
sanitation, being the third of a series of expeditions that I
have taken through my disirict when Congress was not in ses-
sion. This time Congress happened to be in session, and I had
to break away before this last expedition was completed to come
back to one of the important votes to which I referred. I may
mention incidentally, Mr. Speaker, that the first expedition to
my distriect—and it is a rural district—dealt with plant life.and
the Government's great experts dealing with plant life applied
the principles to soil fertility, to erop rotation, and so forth, and
preparation for the coming of the boll weevil. .

The second expedition took account of animal life, and the
great experts in the Government interpreted the principles of
animal life as applied to live stock, cattle, hogs, poultry, the
dairy, and the like, and the question of farm management, the
balancing of animal industry with plant industry, and making
farming a real business enterprise, and again took up the gues-
tion of preparation for the coming of the boll weevil. I may
mention incidentally in regard to the boll weevil that my dis-
trict began preparation for the coming of the boll weevil six
years before it arrived. It is perhaps—I do not say absolutely,
but it is as far as T know—the only district in the United States
that has ever been prepared for the boll weevil or even ap-
proximately prepared for the boll weevil before it arrived.
Enter Alabama on the Alabama Great Southern Railroad,
coming from Meridian, Miss, the railroad strikes the State
line in one of my counties—Sumter County. On the Mississippi
gide of the line it is devastated by the boll weevil and the
moment you cross the Alabama line it is blossoming like the
rose. I mention that fact to gentlemen who may be interested
in such matters. Now, the expedition I helped to conduct this
yvear was devoted to human life.

The first was plant life, the second was animal life, and the
third was human life, and, as I said, we had the greatest ex-
perts in the world, and this expedition demonstrated how, by
the simple precaution of providing for the disposal of human
waste—human excreta—we could save 1,200 to 1,500 deaths
from typhoid alone in the rural districts of Alabama every
year, and we could save thousands and thousands of babies
who die in infancy. By simple precautions against the malaria
mosquito we can practically eliminate malaria, chills, and fever,
This will be of great value to my people. I mention this inei-
dentally, because I want the gentleman from Connecticut, and
also my colleagues here, whose opinion I cherish very highly,
to realize that even though I am not here answering roll calls
on unimportant matters I am not necessarily neglecting my
duty or defrauding the Government.

Mr. DONOVAN. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield to
the gentleman from Conneecticut?

Mr. HOBSON. Very gladly.

Mr. DONOVAN. The basis of my premise was that the gen-
tleman was such a valuable man I wanted the gentleman among
us, and I made my appeal along that line to bring the gentle-
man back.

Mr. HOBSON. I am delighted to hear it, and I will proceed at
once to make my return valuable to the gentleman, and I think
it will be something interesting before I get through. Mr.
Speaker, I do not care to pursue further the question of the
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Doxovax] and his charges.
I think, though, that they could be summed up in very simple
language. There were the records to verify that I was here.
There were the roll calls where I was registered as being here
in the transaction of practically all the important busingss of
the House., The gentleman has made specific charges which the
facts do not substantiate. His charges are falsé and there is
no excuse that I can see for making them so.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the time has come for ma to tell
my colleagues about this question of so-called absenteeism and
the question of my lecturing, and then very briefly about my
interpretation of my duty. I concede that each one of us has
the right to interpret his own dufy for himself. We are not
schoolboys. Our duty is not that of answering roll ecalls. Our
duty is not that of routine. Just a few weeks ago—four weeks
ago—in Cl_ny County during my campaign a country school was
awarding its medals. They honored me by allowing me to pin
the gold medals upon the breasts of five little pupils who went
the whole winter season—one of them lived 5 miles away—dur-
ing all the inclemency of the winter weather without missing a
single roll eall. They far outsiripped even the gentleman from
Connecticut in his record since the Tth of May in the matter of
answering roll ealls. I may mention incidentally here that I
used to give in the olden days perhaps too much imiportance to
roll calls and the letter rather than the spirit. If I remember
correctly, I went through Annapolis four years and, with possi-
bly one exception, I am not clear about it, but I think it was
when I had a boil on my neck, I never missed one roll call or
one practice exercise or anything else,

And the Government sent me abroad with other colleagues to
take postgraduate work. I was three years in Paris with no
one to report to, absolutely in the heart of that city without any
superior officer. The Government thought well enough to trust
me there, and I thought enough of the responsibiltiy to go
through with the record, that never once in those three years
did T miss a single lecture or a single practical exercise. And
I will tell, incidentally, my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Doxo-
VAN] that it was over there that I was studying shipbuilding.
marine engineering, and naval architecture. That is where I
gathered the timbers for “ the great naval construector.” But I
do not know where I got the timbers that make me presidential
glze. I suppose the gentleman will locate those some of these

ays.

But, Mr. Speaker, as I say, we are not schoolboys. I think it
is unfortunate that I practically am driven to tell my colleagnes
what my simple philosophy in life is. I believe that a man
should render a maximum of useful service to his fellow man
in his day and generation, and he alone, with his own con-
science, being honest with himself, must work out what in his
best judgment at various times will contribute that maximum.
[Applause.]

I am trying to follow that little philosophy in my work in
Congress. I put the important action of Congress first and fore-
most, and I would leave any occupation that I ean think of, any-
where, to come and take part in this first duty where it affects
important legislation for the country.

But I not only look upon this public office as a public trust,
but I look upon it as an opportunity to serve. I have been doing
my little best to try to get in the maximum of useful service
during my career in this House. I know that I leave at times
to lecture. I want my collengues to know this, that I never fix
a regular lecture tour in a regular session of Congress. My
regular lecture period is confined to the chautaugquas in the
summer and to the lyceum in the autumn months when Con-
gress is not in session. When there are extra sessions of Con-
gress—as a rule it has been my experience thus far—there is
special business to transact and that special business only, and
that the House fransacts that business first, and then marks
time until the Senate follows. During that time I have looked
upon it as though it were a recess of Congress, but always hold-
ing myself ready to come back at a moment’s notice where any-
thing important arises. Now, in regular sesslons I sometimes
go out for the Christmas holidays. That is the nearest to be-
ing a regular lecture trip. Not infrequently I go out at week
ends, very rarely in the middle of the week, to make a speclal
address on a speclal occasion.
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Now, if my colleagues want to find out any more about my
plans and my practices, I have kept a diary, which may be
imperfeet in some cases on account of cancellations, but I think
on the whole I eould tell them just where I was, and if anybod
wants to know I will be glad to show him. .

Mr. Speaker, I do not claim to have done much in my three
completed terms in this House. I do not believe that my col-
leagues on the Naval Committee, when the essential work of
that committee was being performed, would intimate that I had
not done my duty there. I am on the subcommittee to prepare
the naval appropriation bill. That is perhaps the most onerous
bill of all the regular supply bills prepared by standing com-
mittees. It is always one of the last bills completed. T am
chairman of the special subcommittee to conduct the difficult
and intricate scientific investigations on ordnance matters, and
not infrequently these matters take me away from Congress.

In the Committee on the Election of President, Vice President,
and Members of Congress I had my little part in helping to
frame 2 report and then passed the joint resolution for the elec-
tion of Senators by the direct vote of the people.

T have been chairman of three special investigating subcom-
mittees of that committee, One of them was the Committee on
Woman Suffrage. Some one said, “ You will rue the day when
you got on that committee.” Well, Mr. Speaker, I will say this:
We differ in judgment. My mind in any investigation of that
kind remains open, but I simply want to announce here the gen-
eral proposition that as T go along I make it a rule to try to find
out the truth and not only to do it diligently, but in humiliation
and prayerfully. It is hard to find it out, but I want to say
that when I do find it out, I try to stand by it. [Applause.]
Loyalty to the truth is the test of a man.

And I have been chairman of the special subcommittee to in-
vestigate the question of popular nomination of President and
Vice President, also of a special subcommittee to investigate
the question of direct election of President and Vice President.
I do not believe my colleagues on the committee would say
that I have not done my share of the committee’s work.

Then on the Committee on Edueation, it is true, we had no
chance to work collectively; it has been a more or less inactive
committee; but I will say here that I have put in as hard
work along that lne, perhaps harder than in any line of in-
vestigation that I am trying to make. In fact, T am endeavor-
ing, so far as I can, to help in my little way to have the
machinery of this Government develop the educational side
and in the end, without interfering with its political activities
and operations, to become a great engine of education. It was
with that idea that these expeditions were organized.

But, further than that, I am trying to bring about a condi-
tion where the Agricultural Department will not only issue the
technical bulletins available to any, but will also conduet cor-
respondence courses in scientific agriculture, so that any poor
boy or any poor man in this country, without paying a cent,
by merely giving his name in, can carry on a course of in-
struction and equip himself to become a scientific farmer.

I would also do what I could to bring about a condition
whereby the Department of Commerce would conduet business
courses, so that a poor boy or a poor man could take a business
course of instruction. And I would have the Department of
Labor conduet courses in the trades and mechanic arts, so that
any wiage earner, any poor man engaged in a trade, could learn
from the hands of his Government, without cost, how to become
skilled and expert.

Mr. SHARP. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOBSON. Certainly.

Mr. SHARP. Recalling a very pleasant and profitable trip
that I took with the gentleman from Alabama, witnessing some
armor tests, some months ago, I will ask the gentleman if he
does not think his plan could be put into effect to a great deal
of advantage among the enlisted men of the Navy, the men who
are now paying out of their own pockets, out of their own
wages, money for instruction in business courses, and so forth,
and if some means could not be devised whereby the retired offi-
cers themselves could occupy their time in helping the young
men instead of compelling those young men to spend their own
money for that purpose?

Mr. HOBSON. Yes; I am in accord with the gentleman as
well as with his colleague from Ohio [Mr. Batarick] on that,
and I am glad to say that the department now has under con-
sideration the details of carrying that out. I believe that in
both the military branches, the War Department and the Navy
Department, opportunities should be opened up for the develop-
ment of this educational side for the benefit of the American
men enlisted in that service.

Now, I would also, so far as I can, help the Diplomatie and
Consular Service of this country to develop a service so that

our agenis in all lands would gather vital information from all
other countries bearing on the educational equipment of youth,
especially vocational equipment, and other matters vital to the
prosperity of the American people, and report these matters
continually to the American Government; and if I could I would
have a central bureaun established here that would receive
gimilar vital information every week from all the departments
of the Government and would then issue weekly a report, as it
were, to the American people on all the great vital facts of the
previous week that bear upon their vocations, their health, and
their welfare, making it in the nature of an official journal, so
that any man, through his postmaster or by arrangement
through his Congressman or in some other way, could get the
best information the world has ever seen, free of cost, as a part,
and En inexpensive part, of the educational work of this Govern-
men

But, Mr. Speaker, I have other ambitions to try to be helpful
in this educational work. It is a fact that if a boy goes to
school only until he is 14 years of age, at the age of 25 he will
be earning only $2 a day on the average; but if he goes to
school until he is 16 years of age, then at the age of 25 he will
actually be earning $4 a day on the average. No brighter than
the first boy, he begins work two years later; and yet, as a
result of only two years of additional schooling that second
boy is able to catch up with the first boy, to pass him, and
double him by the time they are 25. Mr. Speaker, the nation
that helps to add two years more to the average school period of
the rising generation is the nation that is going to capture the
commerce and the markets of the world in the next generation.

To-day 97 per cent of the American children do not attain
to the full age of 14 years before they leave school. I am told
that there are two and one-hglf million American children
below the age of 12 who are working for a daily wage. Of the
boys who go to the common school only and go no further only
1 boy out of 9.000 will ever attain a place among the 10,000
men who are the actual leaders in all the walks of life. Out
of the boys who go through high school 1 out of every 400
will attain that leadership. The four years more of training
at the plastic period increases twenty-two fold the equipment of
that citizen and his chances of leadership. And of those who
go to college 1 boy out of every 40 will become one of these
great leaders.

To-day the American Nation is confined to 3 per cent of its
people from whom to recruit its leaders, because of the lack of
education. See the inequality it works. Ninety-seven per cent
of the bright boys of this country, with good blood in their
veins, get a chance to go to common school only. The remain-
ing 8 per cent go to college—boys with no better blood in their
veins and boys who are no brighter. While we in this Republie,
founded upon the principle of equality, discuss this equality in
theory and split hairs about it, the actual test of practice shows
that in the lives of our citizens the second boys have 220 times
the chances of becoming leaders that the first boys have. Thus
the doors of highest opportunity are closed to 97 per cent of our
people. Three per cent of the American people have a monopoly
of the highest opportunities.

Perhaps gentlemen will understand my idea on the subject
when I go a little further. This question of the development of
youth in the plastic period is unquestionably the great guestion
of this age and all ages. You can not change a man much after
he gets beyond that period, but you can do wonders in that
E:riod, as I have just illustrated by these great and astounding

cts.

Mr. Speaker, if we wish best to insure that this Nation of
ours ghall successfully stand the shocks that may come upon it
in generations to come through the problems confronting us in
the economiec and industrial world, the best way to Insure our
meeting those problems successfully is to raise the standard of
education.

If I were to state what I regard as the best way to enable
America to meet the industrial competition of Germany and
those nations that are scientifically and systematically develop-
ing their children, a way to meet them in competition in the
markets of the world—in fact, to meet the dangers, even, in the
armies in future generations—I would say raise the average
standard of education for the rising generation.

If I were asked to state what would guarantee that our Re-
public should endure, that liberty and free institutions shall
not perish from the earth, I would say insure against de-
bauchery, insure for a high average standard of education of
the people.

Mr. Speaker, I will not dwell on that now; I have gone more
into it than I intended, but the gentleman asked some perti-
nent questions that incited me. I simply want to point out that
in this Committee on Education I have been doing hard work.
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I have drawn several bills, I believe, of a constructive nature,
to bring about a condition where this matter of an average
standard of education of the people, being vital to the Nation
as it is to ‘the State, county, or family, being closely allied to
the principle of self-preservation, a legitimate field for the
Federal Government, shall be taken in hand by the Federal
Government, with its vast resources unmatched by individual
States. There is a vital, constructive, progressive fleld and
domain where the Federal Government ought to help establish
a standard of education for the Nation and then encourage the
States and counties to all work toward that standard. Then
when they do so work I believe that the Federal Government,
without giving any board or any agency the authority to go into
a State and to interfere with its machinery of edueation, should
bhe willing to bear, say, one-third of the cost, that the State
should bear the second third, and that the county or locality
should contribute the third third. :

I pass now to the point of answering what the gentleman said
about roll ealls. Mr. Speaker, you understand perfectly well,
and Members here also, that because a Member does not answer
a roll eall it does not mean that he is away from Washington
and neglecting his duty. I have a session pair every year, and
that session pair was gotten up not only to protect my party
and vote when I was away from Washington, hut also to enable
me to better attend to duty of the moment in my committee
or in the department work. Now, I will give you an illustra-
tion. My friend from Alabama, the floor leader, is on a great
committee, and perhaps, without speaking invidiously, I would
be pardoned if I said that in my judgment it is the greatest
Ways and Means Committee that has been in this House since
I have had the honor to be a Member. It is but once in a decade
that it frames a great bill. And permit me to say also, Mr.
Speaker, that there were some things in this last bill that I
would have voted against if I had had a chance; but as a whole
I regard that bill as the greatest plece of constructive legisla-
tion not only since my short service in this House but perhaps
since the foundation of this Government. Now, my friend's
committee has a bill to construct about once in a decade. My
committee, the Committee on Naval Appropriations, has a bill
carrying around $140,000,000 to construct every year. When
his committee was engaged in the construction of its bill my
friend was absent from the floor of the House continually, as
near as I remember. TFor weeks and weeks he did not answer
a single roll call, and T do not think he ought to have answered
a single roll call. I commend his attention to duty in his com-
mittee.

I want to ask my friend from Connecticut or any other gen-
tleman not to assume, for the past or for the future, that be-
cause I may not answer roll calls T am absent, but that they
look up and see where I actually am before they assume that
I am neglecting my duty.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will conclude that part of my remarks
by saying that I was brought up in the Navy. They teach you
in the Navy to do your duty first. Gen. Lee gave Annapolis
and West Point a little motto embraced in the observation that
“ duty is the greatest word in the Engiish language.” Now, I
am not talking lightly: I think it is unfortunate that I should
have to talk in this way at all.

I lived for two years at Annapolis in complete ostracism
because I interpreted the duty of a cadet put on duty as officer
of the day to report his classmates just as he reports anyone
else. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I went to the Spanish War not as an ordinary
duty. My routine duty was at Annapolis. I was in charge of
the post-graduate course there, but my little philosophy had led
me to believe I might render temporarily more service at the
front, and I went. It was extra duty. I will say to my friend
from Connecticut [Mr. DoxovaN] that I suppose he knows what
a naval constructor is. If he is thoroughly familiar, he will
know this, that a naval constructor never has to command a
ship. I was a naval constructor in that war. I knew how to
build a ship. I felt that I knew how to sink a ship. I sought
the extra duty. I sank the ship. I will say to my friend from
Connecticut that here in Congress this work of special expedi-
tions in my district is not routine work, I have sought to do
it as extra duty.

I will say to him further that in the course of my educational
investigation I found that, in my judgment, the true solution of
our greatest national ill, that of the liquor question, lies in edu-
cation. This element of truth has lead me into very difficult
paths. Mr. Speaker, you may drink yourself—I know individ-
nally that you do not, and I want to congratulate you a thousand
times and say God bless you for the man you have been—but,
speaking figuratively, you may drink yourself, but if you are a
good man you do not want your boy to grow up drinking, nor

even your neighbor's boy. Mr. Speaker, you may be wet in your
polities, and I will not criticize you. I try to be as broad as the
horizon. There are good men who believe that on this matter
things ought to be wide open. There are other good men who
believe there ought to be regulation in various forms. There are
other men who believe there ought to be local option in various
forms. There are still others who believe there ought to be
prohibition in various forms. I do not think this is essential,
because, pass what law you please, you are not going to change
the old drinkers very much. They are going on until they die.
It is too late to change the old, but you can shape the young.
Here is the vital matter. You may be wet in your politics, but
if you are a good citizen and a good man you would love to see
the young people of this country grow up sober. Is not that
true? Then let us all join to bring up the next generation of
Americans fo be sober, and we can do it by molding them in the
plastic period with the truth on the subject.

= Mr. Speaker, I can not obtain the use of the antagonistic
press, particularly those papers that carry large advertising con-
tracts with the liguor interests. I can not get anything of the
truth on this subject to help educate the American youth.

I can not get access to the press, but while I am in Congress
I can get access to governmental machinery, and I have put
the truth about alcohol into the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp in the
form of a speech, called The Great Destroyer. I have not thrust
my ideas upon Members, but for many years I have been trying
to do my little part to help mold the rising youth of this coun-
try. Yes; I lecture, Mr. Speaker, and I command a big fee,
and, barring yourself and the Secretary of State, as I remember,
it is the biggest fee paid, and there is demand for more than
all of my time; and I will say to those who imagine that I am
mercenary in it, that I can make three to four times as much
out of Congress as the salary amounts to.

Mr. Speaker, I have used my substance, and some gooid
friends believing in my work have helped me, and I have mailed
2,000,000 copies of that speech, not to the old people, who may
throw it aside, upon whom it could have had but little effect,
but I have mailed it systematically to the youth of this land—
to all of the college boys, many in the high schools and the
graduate schools, and to all of the teachers—and I find this:
That a personal letter to a boy at an impressionable age from
a Member of Congress has a powerful effect. I have written
a million and a half personal letters to the youth of this country
upon that subject. This work of mine, which I know every good
man must indorse, has led me into many troubles. It has begun
to affect, I believe, the national view of this great question. I
believe it is causing the divergent elements to come to recog-
Eii;e that they can all get together on the educational propo-

on.

And it bids fair in the course of time to help solve this grent
question. Tet all the good forces of the Nation cooperate amid
we will surely bring up a sober race in America. As I say, I do
not regard the law as everything, but this is an infectious dis-
ease. Taking human nature as it is, if you have it in your
presence you will drink it; a drinking boy will contaminate
the others; wet territory will contaminate dry. That is human
nature. When we have finally put this organic disease out of
the body it must be kept out. I believe that is simply seientific.
In the end, when we have brought up the race to be sober—and
we will attain that end because drinkers die off and are not
recruited—we will proceed to put prohibition into the Constitu-
tion of the United States. I have ventured simply in a scien-
tific way to draw a joint resolution to that effect.

Mr. Speaker, since this work of mine I find I can not make
a political campaign like other Members, but find the heavy
and brutal hand of the liquor interests raised to destroy me
politically. Last year, when I went into my district and asked
my constituents to return me, I found the hand of the liguor
interests there. Now, I weigh every word I say, and I know
exactly what I am talking about. They fought behind one of
the best men in my district, one of the most upright, who is
known as the father of prohibition. They had a huge corrup-
tion fund there. Again I say, I know what I am talking abont,
for indictments and confessions have been made. One check
alone was for $20,000. They had space, Mr. Speaker, in every
paper, not only in the district there but in the cosmopolitan
press, and used it to say mean things about me, and among
the mean things are the same things that are now coming up
here about the charges that I am away and neglecting my duty
because not answering unimportant roll calls.

They tried also to say that I believed in negroes mixing with
white people and in negro domination, because one bright morn-
ing here in the House the question came up whether the Browns-
ville matter was to be opened up or not. There had never been

a trial of any kind. The investigation might lead to a trial

_+
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I voted for the bhill. I eaid that if they were guilty, they
should hang: if they were innocent, they should be exonerated,
white or black. [Applause.] They used that with other
malicious defamations against me. And they had the speakers,
Mr., Speaker. They turned 25 speakers loose in my distriet on
me and I was single-handed. They organized them into flying
squadrons. Before we got through with them we called them
the * fleeing"” squadrons, but that is what they called them,
flying squadrons—25 speakers. Well, when I went to my con-
stituents my constituents answered by quadrupling my majority.
Mr. Speaker, several conferences were held prior to that cam-
paign, and, incidentally, I was attacked on the floor of this
House just prior to that campaign just as I have now been at-
tacked here again, and in those conferences I had a report that
the politicians, gathered from all parts of the State, were trying
to find a way ‘‘to beat HomsoN for Congress.” Mr. Speaker,
when Senator Johnston's untimely death, mourned by all
Alabamians, brought about the guestion of his successor, poli-
ticians gathered in Birmingham in a similar way from _all parts
of the State. They held their caucuses at the Morris Hotel,
morning, afterncon, and night. Members who took part——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not think so. I thought
I had 10 minutes more. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
15 minutes more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent to proceed for 15 minutes. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HOBSON. Members taking part in that caucus came and
told me direct from the caucus, and they spoke it on the street,
that the politicians were trying to find a way not to carry out
the practice of the Democratic Party in Alabama by a call of a
primary to choose a Democratic candidate at the hands of the
people, and not to bring about a general election under the
seventeenth amendment to the Constitution by which the people
could elect, but how to find a way “to beat Homsox for the
Senate.”

There is a distinguished editor in Birmingham—D>Mr. Glass—
one of the greatest editors in the State, if not the greatest. He,
in a way, is spokesman for the administration and he took part
in those conferences. Here is an editorial by Mr, Glass the day
after the appointment of my friend Mr. Crayrox, I will read
a part of it: ¢

A number of the most astute politiclans in the State pressed with the
greatest energy the view upon the governor that he should appoint a
man who could cope with Mr. Hossox for the permanent place; that
the most available man should be pitted now, so that ke might be
groomed and strengthened as the representative of the local optlonlsts
for the coming struggle with Mr. Hopsox as the leader of the prohibi-
tion element. There seems little doubt that this was the view that
prevailed, and upon which Gov. O'Neal acted.

Now then, later Mr. Glass, this editor, in another editorial,
says:

Nevertheless it was Mr. Glass's judgment from the very start that if
a candidate was to be put in training to beat Mr. HoBsox, Mr. UNDER-
WooD was preeminently the man.—Birmingham News.

This was soon followed by a call from the News that my
friend Mr. Unperwoop should enter the race.

In the Washington Star of October 12, under the heading
“Willing to remain Member of House,” the following oceurs,
referring to the President's request upon my friend Mr.
CLAYTON :

The letters were made ‘guh!!c after several days of conference in
which the President, Gov, O'Neal, former Gov. W. D. Jelks, and other

Alabama political leaders took part. The entire subject of the Alabama
senatorial situation was gone over,

And amongst those was Mr. Glass.

I have a special edition of Mr. Glass's paper when he wired
this from Washington, saying the President had just handed
him a copy of the letter. So I assumed he was present. It is
assumed that he came to Washington on the same business as
the governor.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to an attack upon me by an
anonymous Member of Congress. It appears in the Birming-
ham Age-Herald from its Washington correspondent. It is
dated October 10, 1913, under the head:

Honsox’s attack regarded as joke by Congressmen—Georgian asks
why he supported UNpeErwoOD for Presidency—Republicans admit lead-
er's integrity—* How can HoBsoN know more of UNDERWOOD than we
who work with him? " question asked.

Now, this is under a Washington headline of October 9. Mr.
Speaker, I do not know who this anonymous Congressman is.
I assume that only an unimportant Congressman would give out
that kind of an interview anonymously. I hope the gentleman
is here. I would be glad to know if he is. If I had known his
identity, I would have asked him to be present, as I asked my
colleague from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoop] and the gentleman

from Connecticut [Mr. DoNovaN] to be present. The article is
as follows:

“It is indeed stran{{e that Capt. Homsox, who spends so little of
his valuable time in Washington, has found out more about Oscanr
UxpeewooD than those of us who see him and are with him every day,”
said a Georgia Member to-day.

“ 1t is also strange that if Capt. Hopsox knew all these dark and
evil things that he so earnestly sugnorted Mr. UNDERWOOD for the
Presidency, unless perhaps he thought it was the popular thing for
him to do with all Alabamians.”

I assume that the gentleman is quoting from the reports of a
speech of mine made at Wetumpka last Monday. I want to say
at the outset that the correspondent who was there is a cor-
respondent of a hostile paper; that reports of what I did really
say there have been very much misrepresented. I also will re-
mark incidentally, though, that even if these reports had been
what the reporter alleges they were, I hope all fair men will
recognize that the charges or the references were made not on
the eve of an election but on the day after an announcement. I
indulged in no mud slinging, no reflections upon Mr. UNDER-
woon's character, but paid him a tribute. What I did say is
based on the sworn testimony, which I will now read. on pages
937 and 938 of the Senate hearings on the campaign-contribu-
tions investigation, Senate committee:

Senator BANKHEAD. Mr, Chairman, I undertook the management of
Mr. UNDERWOOD'S campaign, and I want to say to the committee that
I assume the whole responsibility. Mr. UNDEEWOOD knew nothing of
any of the contributions nor how any of it was expended. I am re-
sponsible for the whole thing.

And then, in pufting in the evidence his detailed statement,
he cites:

Contributions to 0. W. UNDERWOOD’S campaign for the presidential
nomination, Thomas ¥. Ryan, $335,000,

And then he quotes others of smaller dimensions.

Mr. Speaker, in the late stages of the preliminary campaign
for choosing delegates to the Baltimore convention Mr, Bryan,
editor of the Commoner, in his issue of May 10, 1912, under
the head “The game exposed,” makes the following state-
ment :

The campaign has now progressed far enough to enable the Demo-
cratic voters to know the methods that are being employed by the Wall
Street crowd to capture the Baltimore convention. Lﬁ' Harmon and
Mr. UNDERWOOD are the reactionary candidates.

That is not my statement, Mr. Speaker. That is the state-
ment of William Jennings Bryan, and however men may differ
with Mr. Bryan’s political policies I have yet to see a man who
doubts his integrity, his honesty, and his truthfulness.

I proceed to quote from Mr. Bryan:

Mr. Harmon was picked out first, but the *big" business began to
smile on Mr. UNDERWOOD as soon as it became evident that Mr. Harmon
was not making headway as a candidate. They have now divided up
the territory in which they think a reactionary has a chance, and Mr.
Harmon is running in a few States in the North and Mr, UNDERWOOD
in six States in the South.

I think I am not out of etiquette to say that this statement
of Mr. Bryan had been made to me several weeks before and I
practically challenged him and told him before we left the
board—we were taking breakfast together—that I was for
Oscar UNperwoop. I had told President Wilson the same
thing—he is now President; he was then governor—that while
I was in accord with his progressive policies, I proposed to sup-
port Alabama’s candidate, Oscar W. UNDERWOOD,

Finally the charges were being made publicly that Mr. UNDER-
woop’s candidacy was being financed from Wall Street. Vehe-
ment denials were made on the part of his management. I did
not know what fo think, and in Alabama I gave out a statement
that no Alabamian had more State pride than I had, or would
more gladly and more loyally support Mr. UspERwoop, but I
made a statement in the presence of Editor Glass—he was vig-
orously attacking Mr. UNpErwoop at the time and accusing him,
with Mr. Harmon, of being the tool of Mr. Ryan—the same Mr.
Glass to whom I made this statement, in his presence to his
own reporter, a stenographic statement, that I did not propose
to submit, and that the State would not submit, to Wall Street’s
game being worked bahind Oscar W. UNDERWOOD.

The vehement denials on the part of his management at last
allayed my fears, and I supported Mr. UNDERWOOD.

This anonymous Member of Congress asks why I did; how
could OscAr W. UNDERWOOD get my support? Mr. Speaker, my
support and the support of the loyal Democrats and the progres-
sive citizens of Alabama was obtained under false pretenses.
Had I known that Thomas Fortune Ryan, the man whom Mr.
Bryan rebuked and named at the Baltimore convention and
accused of being the tool of Wall Street and of trying to cap-
ture the party in the interest of Wall Street was financing the
major part of the campaign of Oscar W. UNDERWOOD, not only
would I not have supported him, but I would have fought him ;
and, what is more, he never would have been the choice of the
people of Alabama. ¢
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Mr. Speaker, the support of the people of Alabama was se-
cured for Mr, Uxperwoop for the Presidency under false pre-
tenses. I here declare that their support of him for the United
States Senate shall not be similarly obtained under false pre-
tenses. = -

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama
has expired.

Mr. HOBSON.
watching it.

The SPEAKER. These clocks are not very reliable.

Mr. HOBSON. I am closing, and I know no one objects.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from Ala-
bama is recognized for two minutes more.

There was no objection.

Mr, HOBSON. And I want to say to this anonymops Con-
gressman and to the one who weént down with the funeral
party of SBenator JonxsTtoxN and could not wait until the remains
were buried before he made a vicious attack on me—and I
want to say to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. DoNovan],
and I want to say to any gentleman who injects himself into
this campaign in Alabama—that the right of Alabama to choose
her own Senator without dictation from the outside is a consti-
tutional right, and that the right of the people of Alabama to
choose their Senator is likewise a constitutional right, and
neither the gentlemen that I have mentioned nor any other
gentleman who may appear with them can terrify these free
citizens of Alabama. My friend Mr. Uxperwoop may not know
the people of Alabama ; but I know them, for I was born among
them, and the blood of my father and of my uncles and of my
people stains the soil there. Yes; those people are simple
people living close to nature; they are sober, they are God-
fearing; but, Mr. Speaker, they are courageous and undaunted.
They are the same men that met at Mecklenburg and drew the
indictment of a king., They never submitted to dictation from
a king. They will submit to dictation in their children to-day
from no one in this world. [Applause.]

Mr, UNDERWOOD rose.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Ux-
prrwooD] is recognized for one hour. [Applause.]

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I regret that Alabama
polities should be dragged to the floor of this House; but no
man has an asset more valuable in his life than his good name,
and when his good name is challenged, no matter where it may
be. he must meet the issue; and it is with that apology to my
colleagues that I rise to speak of local issues in the State of
Alabama. r

Mr. Speaker, I saw in the public press of Alabama a state-
ment some days ago that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Hoesox] had stated in a public speech and in public interviews
that T was a tool of Wall Street and a tool of the liquor inter-
ests. I have waited patiently to answer that charge until I
could look Capt. HoBsoN in the face and challenge the truthful-
ness of the statement.

Now, I should like to ask the gentleman from Alabama to say
here—because I was not in Alabama, and I do not want to mis-
qnotelhlm*—h‘. he made the statement; and if not, I ask him to
deny It.

Mr. HOBSON. T ghall be very glad——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. T ask him to say now did he charge me
in his Wetumpka speech or anywhere else in Alabama with
being a tool of Wall Street or a tool of the liquor interests?

Mr. HOBSON. I will tell the gentleman. I used the double
word, and I will tell him exactly what the double word was and
how I used it. I read the testimony which I have just read. I
assumed that what Senator BANKHEAD said under oath was
true—that Mr. Uxperwoop did not know that his campaign in
Georgia, Mississippi, and other States was financed by Wall
Street.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the gentleman knows that I did
not know of Mr. Ryan’s contribution to my campaign fund, as
Senator BAXKHEAD did.

Mr. HOBSON. I am glad that the gentleman will make that
statement now, I asked the people of Alabama, and I ask him
now, when the charge had been made publicly why did not my
friend and the people’s friend at least look at the books and find
ont, and then with that preface——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman not to take up
my time in making a speech. I am trying to get him to answer
whether he did make the charge or not.

Mr. HOBSON. I am trying to state it. I am leading up to
it so you will understand it, as well as the others. I said that
if Sepator BANKHEAD's testimony is correct, and my friend
admits it, if he did not know he should have known. did
he not know? But, not knowing, I stated, and I repeat it, he
was, in effect, but a dummy in the hands of managers, being
used as he was used. I did not charge that he or his managers

It is two minutes yet, Mr. Speaker. I was

were corrupt or made any deal with Wall Street, and I do not
charge that he himself or his managers now in this campaign
have any direct deal or connection with the liquor interests:
but I say he was a dummy, being used as their tool, and that a
dummy who could be used as a tool by Wall Street conld like-
wise, as a dummy, be used as a tool by the liquor interests or
any other interests.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. T want to get the gentleman's statement
correctly, because I will answer him about being a tool and
about being used. But I want it understood. The gentleman
says he did not charge me directly with being a tool of Wall
Street or the liguor interests, but it was based on the supposi-
tion that Mr. Ryan had made this contribution, and if I was
being used by somebody else that I did not know it. Is that it?

Mr. HOBSON, It is just as I say.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, will the gentleman answer me?

Mr. HOBSON. I will say this—

Mr, UNDERWOOD. Did you say——

Mr. HOBSON. Yes; I am glad to say it—

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Did you say that I was a tool of the
liguor interests or of Wall Street, or not?

Mr, HOBSON. I say you were a dummy in that campaign.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You did not use the other expression?

Mr. HOBSON. And that as a dummy you were used,

Mr. UNDERWOOD, AIll right. Now, I want to answer——

Mr. HOBSON. And that if you were a dummy now you could
be used again.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the
gentleman one more question. I want the fact on which he
bases his statement. A while ago he said he sought the truth
when he got into a controversy. Now, is there any evidence
that you have got of anything in my public or private career
on which you based that charge when you made {t? If there is,
state it bhere,

Mr. HOBSON. I want to be very correctly understood, I
want to say to the gentleman——

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will wait a minute.

Mr. HOBSON. I am going to answer the gentleman, but not
in his way.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DONOVAN, The gentleman has no right to interrupt
the other without his consent.

Mr. HOBSON. Oh, but the gentleman from Alabama has re-
quested me to answer him. My answer is this: I have stated
and now I repeat it, that I would resent any man’s statement
who would make it with an intent to reflect upon my friend’s
integrity, who would impute the slightest moral turpitude to
the gentleman from Alabama. I believe he has done his duty
as he has seen it. But my interpretation was this, and I stick
to it, that the gentleman is simply of a type of politician that
has reigned but is to be dethroned, and a type that plays the
game, and allows to come into the game agencies that help
to win. Without any reflection upon his moral integrity or his
character, I make that statement. :

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, another guestion. The gentleman
not only charged me with being the tool of Wall Street, and
he bases that entirely on Mr. Ryan’s contribution to my cam-
paign fund, but he charged me with being a tool of the liquor
interests. I want to know if there is anything else upon which
he based that charge.

Mr. HOBSON. I want to say to the gentleman that I have
not made that charge except in this way. What I said was,
and I do not exonerate him from it, I say that the liquor in-
terests conspired to defeat me in my district, and put up one
politician after another, until at last they found the strongest
one. I say now that I believe that is what they are doing in
this fight. I am not charging the gentleman from Alabama with
anything, but I did charge and do charge that if he conld be
used as a dummy in one election he could be used as a dummy
in another. "

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to this House
that no man and no interest, no matter how great or important,
has ever used me as a tool or a dummy. [Great applause on the
Democratic side.] Not only the men on the floor of this House
but the people of the United States from ocean fo ocean have
seen me placed in positions where temptations and powerful
interests were rolled upon me to yield to influences, and I
challenge any man, no matter who he may be, to point to a
single blot on my public or private career. [Applause.]

I have just returned to this House a great bill placed in my
hands by my party that in years gone by has been subject to
those influences, and yet I challenge the gentleman from Ala-
bama or any other man here to show that any influence has been
used in my administration of that public trust.

Mr. HOBSON, Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes.

Mr. HOBSON. I think it is right to supplement the state-
ment I made a while ago. It bears upon this point. The charge
I did make in regard to the liquor interests—and I want to re-
peat it now and I would like for the gentleman from Alabama
to correct me if I am wrong—is substantially as follows. I said
three things, ns I remember: First, that the gentleman was on
the fence in our amendment fight there.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was untrue. The gentleman from
Alabama may not have known where I stood, but everybody
else did. [Laughter.]

Mr, HOBSON. I did not know it. I will refer that to the
people of Alabama.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that there
can be no controversy about it, because, although the gentleman
from Alabama has been known as a prohibitionist in the liquor
fight to amend the constitution of Alabama for State-wide pro-
hibition, I was the first Member of Congress that came out and
stated that I was a loecal optionist and not for State-wide pro-
hibition. That was published in the daily press of my own city
months before the election took place.

Mr. HOBSON. That may be; I had not seen it, as the gen-
tleman took no part in the fight. But that is not materlal. My
point was that you did finally vote on that side, as a great many
good men did without being liquor men themselves.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not vote for State-wide prohibi-
tion. ‘There is no contest about that.

Mr. HOBSON. And in the contest in Birmingham and Jeffer-
son County, the same, you voted wet. But that was only lead-
ing up to the statement I made and that I now malke, that in
the meetings of the conference committee on the tariff bill I am
informed that the gentleman was consistently opposed to'Senate
amendments that would reduce the revenue, he regarding the
gnestion of maintaining the revenues as one of great importance,
so that the bill would have no chance to produce a deficit, but
that when he reached the amendment—I think it is called the
Ponicrene amendment—which repeals the clause in the tariff
act of 1880 that exempts manufacturers of wine from paying
the usnal tax of $1.10 on brandies, although that amendment
would have increased the revenue of the Government about
$7.250.000, to the surprise of the members of the committee the
gontleman from Alabama [Mr. Uxperwoob] turned right around
and fought the amendment, the result of which is to take out
of the Treasury about $7,250,000 and transfer it into the hands
of these lignor men, and the general result is to increase the
amount of aleohol in the wine.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And on that basis the gentleman charges
that I am the tool of the Liquor Trust?

Mr. HOBSON. I make this statement, that you did this, and
that as a result the liquor interests are seven and a quarter
million dollars better off than if you had concurred in the
Senate amendment.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Very well. I will ask the gentleman
now to permit me to proceed. I am obliged to him for answer-
ing the question, becanse I wanted him to come right out, where
I can look him in the eye, and say what he has to say. So far
as the Pomerene amendment is concerned, if we had passed the
amendment as it stood in the bill it would have seriously
affected the pure-food laws of the country, so far as they related
to wine.

Mr. HOBSON rose.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Let me finish. I told the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. Hossox] that very same thing sitting right
here before the conference report was voted on. The gentleman
will recall that I told him that.

Mr. HOBSON. Before the gentleman leaves that proposition,
will he permit me to ask him a question, because it is germane?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; I yield for a question.

Mr. HOBSON. My contention is not that the whole amend-
ment should have been retained. My contention is that you
could have left all of the pure-food part of it as a legitimate
compromise with the Senate and simply have removed the
revenue part, to increase the revenue seven and a quarter
million,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will per-
mit, that might have been done if we needed the revenue from
that point. We had reached a point where we found we had,
according to our estimates, a surplus of $18,000,000 of revenue,
We knew that that amendment challenged the pure-food laws of
this country. In other words, it taxed out of existence, practi-
cally out of existence, wine made out of grape brandy, that was
pure wine, and left sweet wines to be preserved with benzoate
of soda, which were impure wines. I will tell the gentleman
from Alabama something; he is not informed on this question

or he would not be so earnestly in favor of the passage of the
amendment. I remember 10 years ago, when this same contro-
versy occurred between the wine growers of California and these
men from Ohio, who were standing behind this amendment.

One of the men from California before the Committee on
Ways and Means challenged the Ohio man and said, “ Your
wine is impure, and the laws of Ohio will not let you sell it
there.” I then asked him where he was selling this impure
wine, and he said it was down South—in the country that you
and I hail from, sending poisoned wine to poison our people.
The gentleman from Alabama is a prohibitionist, and he is con-
scientious in it. T do not challenge his position, but if wine is
to be sold, does he want to poison the people who drink it or
d?es h% want pure wine sold to the people who drink it? [Ap-
plause.

Mr. HOBSON. WiIll the gentleman be good enofigh to yield?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield, but not for a speech.

Mr. HOBSON. This is all afield from the question. If you
would leave out all of the pure-food regulations, it was merely a
question of revenue. It is not a question of the Ohio wines.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will answer the gentleman fully.
When it turned out it was not necessary to have that revenue
and that there was a serious issue involving the pure-food laws
of this country, one that required careful investigation and
could not be gone into by tired men in a few hours, I agreed
to give these men a full and ample hearing before the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means next winter, when both sides could
be heard and the proper legislation could be obtained; and if
the gentleman had read the Recorp and had been here and had
kept in touch*with what was going on, he would know that that
was the situation. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this, if the gentleman will
allow me: I do not want to prevent him interrupting me, but
I have but a short time. Mr. Spenker, I have had over 18 years
of service in the Congress. My record has been an open one.
Without eriticizing other Members for what they may do, I
wish to say to this House that during that 18 years of service I
have never left my duty here either to go home to take part in
political ecampaigns or to go on the lecture field to make speeches
to earn additional money for myself. During that 18 years
when the Congress has been in session I have not left this
House to go home, except when it was either in recess or par-
tial recess, but five times, and of those five times one of them
was due to a death in my family and the other four times on
account of sickness. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Now,
Mr. Speaker, I have sought conscientiously to do my duty here.
There is no record vote that has been dodged by me.

The record is here for inspection, and I challenge the gentle-
man from Alabama or anyone else, after a careful search of 18
years of record, to point to a single instance where I have been
the tool of Wall Street, of the liquor interests, or of anybody
else. [Applause.] If I have been the tool of Wall Street or
of the liquor interests, then the Democratic Party has been the
tool of Wall Street and the liquor interests, because my record
is the record of the Democratic Party in 18 years of service.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield just to allow me
to correct an impression?

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I will, .

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman referred to my speaking to
him in connection with the Senate smendment. I came and
tried to arrange a way to take that particular question out and
vote on it separately. It was only because it was embedded in
the Senate report that it could not be voted on, and the gentle-
man can not say the Democratic Party stands for it simply
because it stood in the tariff bill.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the membels of the Democratic
Party on’ that issue stood for if, and I have not a doubt, and I
challenge anybody to say that if I had come on the floor of the
House with it as a separate amendment and stated the facts to
my colleagues here that it was ill advised and we were not
ready to proceed to legislate, they would not have turned it
down, The gentlemen may not, but the Democratic Party would.
[Applause on the Democratic side.] Now I want to say this——

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman did not give us a chance, of
course,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, the gentleman knows conference
reports are not written that way, and does he not do the same
thing on the naval appropriation bills? The conferees agree fo
everything that it is possible to agree to, and only matters of
dispute are brought in separately, and the gentleman knows
that. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this: The gentleman has
charged that my delegations from Alabama and the other South-
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ern States to the last national convention were gotten there by
frand and misrepresentation——

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him?
This matter is fundamental.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, state it.

Mr. HOBSON. I made no such charge. I said they were
obtained under false pretenses.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, that is the same thing; they were
obtained under false pretenses. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to
say to the gentleman from Alabama and my colleagues here that
at the time this presidential campaign came on I had been se-
lected to perform a great duty for the Democratic Party—that
is, to attempt to pass through the House tariff bills that would
challenge the attention of the American people—that would give
us a basis for the campaign for the Presidency that we were
about to undertake.

Some of them had already been passed through the House.
They had challenged the attention of some American people,
and friends of mine had asked me to become a candidate for
the Presidency. At first I refused. They became insistent,
and then I stated to them—anl T stated it publicly in the prints
of the country—that if T became a candidate it must be on
condition that I should be allowed to stay here in my place
[applause on the Democratic side], doing my duty to my party
and my country and take no part in that campaign. [Applause
on the Democratic side.] And I did it. I did not leave here
one time to make a speech for myself, because my party was
on the firing line. T took no part in the eampaign.

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman not fo inter-
rupt me now for a few minutes. I took no part in'the campaign
that was being waged by my friends. I was in the headquarters
of my campaign committee, I think, just three times during
that entire campaign. I kept my pledge to my party and my
country, and I labored industriously fo try to make a platform
upon which the Democracy could carry the country and that
the great prineciples of the Democratic Party might again be
written on the statute books. And the gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. Hosson], because I did and because I did not know who
contributed to my eampaign fund, says that T am a tool of the
interests or a dummy that can not be depended upon. Is
there any other man here, the men who intrusted me with my
commission to lead the party in the last Congress and in this—
is there any other man in this Congress, except the gentleman
from Alabama, who is willing to rise in his seat here and say
that because I did my duty in this House to the country I
ghould now be penalized? ]

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman now yield to a question?
[Cries of “No!l"” “No!"]

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I will ask the gentleman not to interrupt
me now. 3

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. Hoesox] has the right to ask his
colleague [Mr. UxpeErwoop] to yield, and the latter has a right
to say whether he will yield or not, and it is none of the busi-
ness of the House whether they do or do not. [Laughter and
applause.]

Mr. HOBSON. That would go to the heart of it, Mr. UNDER-
WOooD.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The genileman says he wants to ask me
one question in order to go to the heart of the matter, and I
will be glad to let him do it.

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask no more questions against the
wishes of the gentleman. It is simply this, Mr. Speaker, when
the gentleman went down to his headquarters one of those three
times, which he seems to have done consistently with his great
duties here in the House, after the charge was made publicdly
that Wall Street was financing his campaign, does not_he think
he might have taken one minute during the visit to look at the
books and see if that charge were true?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman from Ala-
bama I did not hear any charge made that Wall Street was
financing my campaign. I did hear, after the delegates had
gotten to Baltimore, a charge made that I was a Wall Street
candidate, and that was the first time I heard it. And that
* charge was untrue. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I
never was.

Now, subsequent to the election and after the printed cam-
paign contributions had been made, I was told by the manager
of my campaign that Mr. Ryan made the contribution to my
campaign without asking any commitments as to any policy in
that convention or by myself, saying it was given solely because
he was a southern man and he was anxious to see a southern
man elected to the Presidency. [Applause on the Democratic
side.Y

It is no unusual thing for these rich men to make such contri-
butions. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hossox] charge
that Col. Roosevelt was a tool of the interests becanse George
Perkins subscribed to his campaign fund? Does he charge that
the President of the United States is a tool of the interests be-
cause Mr. McCormick subscribed to his campaign fund in the
presidential campaign? Does he charge that he is a tool of the
interests? There was not a single candidate for the presidential
nomination on either side whose eampaign fund had not been
subscribed to in part, at least, by men coming from New York,
and men as intimately connected with the doings of Wall Street
as Mr. Ryan was.

Mr. HOBSON. Of course, the gentleman knows that Presi-
dent Wilson scorned Ryan. I say that out of justice fo him,
Mr. Speaker. He scorned Ryan’s contribution.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, I do not say that Mr. Roosevelt
is the tool of the interests. I do not say that Mr. Wilson is, be-
cause I regard him as one of the great statesmen of America,
and I have been here day in and day out for seven months
laborionsly struggling to hold up his hands and the policies of
his administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hossox] will never get the
President of the United States to agree with his statement that
I am a tool of the interests, lignor or otherwise [applanse on
the Democratic side], because the President of the United States
knows where I stand and what I have fought for. [Applause
on the Democratic side.]

Now, as to Mr. Bryan’s statement in Baltimore——

Mr. HOBSON. This was in the Commoner on the 12th of

a —————

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Or in The Commoner, Everybody knows
that at one time there was a serious disagreement between Mr.
Bryan and myself. The membership of this House did not take
Mr. Bryan's side on that occasion, and the country has not done
so. Mr. Bryan was in a position at one time where he chal-
lenged and criticized nearly everything I did. I am not going
into a discussion about Mr. Bryan at this time. We have for-
gotten our differences for the good of our party. [Applause on
the Democratic side.] But I challenge the gentleman from Ala-
bama to-day to get a statement from Mr. Bryan saying that I
am the tool of any interests. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] The gentleman knows very well he could not do it.

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. If a gentleman desires to interrupt another
gentleman, he must rise in his seat.

Mr, HOBSON. Let the gentleman change the form of that,
and I will accept his challenge.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My challenge is very clear, and what I
mean is very distinctly understood. Mr. Bryan knows that I
have done my duty here, that T have served my party and my
country, and as a truthful, honest, God-fearing man he would
not make such a charge at the behest of anybody. [Applause
on the Demoeratie side.]

Mr, Speaker, I want the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hos-
s0N] not to hang his charges against me on matters that he ad-
mits T did not know about; not to hang his charges on me with
a statement such as he could charge every other candidate in
the field with the same improper motive. - More than that, the
constituencies that sent the delegations for me from Mississippi
and Alabama and Georga and Florida.
daMr. HOBSON. The gentleman is not fair to the other eandi-

tes.

The SPEAKER. The rule is that when a gentleman wants to
interrupt a gentleman who has the floor he must rise and ad-
dress the Chair and ask permission to interrupt.

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask permission, then, Mr. Speaker, in
order that the other candidates may not misunderstand my posi-
tion. I ask the gentleman to give me permission to ask one
gquestion.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOBSON. It is simply to prevent me from putting the
gentleman in the same category as the others, because Mr. Wil-
son knew about his eampaign contributions, and he took occa-
sion to scorn Mr. Ryan’s and others,

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know whether the President
understood about Mr. Ryan's campaign contribution to his cam-
paign or not, but others were just as c¢lose to Wall Street as Mr.
Ryan was.

But I wish to say ihis, Mr, Speaker, that the delegations from
Alabama and the cther Southern States did not go to that con-
vention nunder any false pretenses. They went there to support
a candidate in whose integrity and honesty and Democracy they
believed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And I want fo
say to the gentleman from Alabama that no matter who sub-
scribed to the campaign fund, neither he nor anybody else can
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challenge, either before or after that convention, the honesty or
character or integrity of the candidate that Alabama and Mis-
sissippi and Georgia and Florida supported at that convention.
[Applause on the Democratic side.]

1 have endeavored ns the floor leader of this House, under
the responsibilities that have been thrown upon me, to hon-
estly represent my constituents and honestly and faithfully
perform a public duty here. Is it necessary for Alabama or
Mississippi or Georgia or Florida to be ashamed of the duty
I have performed here? [Applause on the Democratie side.]

A Meumerer, Not a bit.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Would they have been ashamed had
they succeeded and had placed me in the White House if I
had performed my duty in the same way? It was not cam-
paign contributions they were voting for. The gentleman is
mistaken. The were voting for a man. [Applause on the
Democratic side.]

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman fo this
fact: Whenever anybody has opposed the distingnished gentle-
man from Alabama, if I recollect aright, he has always charged
that they are a tool of the liguor interests. I want to say to
the gentleman that during the ten terms for which I have been
elected to the Congress of the Upited States nobody has ever
subscribed to my congressional campaign fund except myself
or my own family; that I have never sought the suppert of
any liquor interest or any other interesf. More than that, the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HopsoN] himself knows that the
prineipal issue on which the prohibitionists and the antiprohibi-
tionists were contending in this Congress was the queston of an
antishipping bill. He knows that in years past I always voted
for it, and he knows, because I fold him in the last Congress,
that T was not going to precipitate the issue of that vote in this
House immediately before an election, but that I would stand
for it and secure it immediately after an election. The gentle-
man from Alabama [Mr. Hopsox] knows that I did so; that
my infloence on this floor and in the committee was used to
secure a vote on that bill; that when it came before the House
I voted for it and supported it; and it was the one bill that the
liquor interests of this country did not want to see become a
law. When a local community determines not to have liguor
sold the only possibility of securing temperance is not to allow
somebody else te ship it in there. [Applause.] The gentleman
knows that, and he knows that not more than 15 months ago I
supported that bill and stood for it. Yet he would imply to
the people of Alabama, because I happened to be a candidate
against him for the Senatorship from my State, that I have
become a tool of the liquor interests. Mr. Speaker, as I have
told the gentleman before, I challenge him to find anything in
my record that I can not stand for or anything to indicate that
I have ever been subservient to any interest in all this land.

If T wanted to be unkind—and I do not state it, because I
believe the gentleman has convictions on the subject—but if I
wanted to be unkind

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman has my perfect consent.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hossox]
must observe the rule and the good sense of the rule.

Mr. HOBSON. I did not intend my remark to be heard exeept
by the gentleman.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I wanted fo be unkind, I could point
to the fact that during the entire term of the service of the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HoersoN] he has supported all the
propositions and the propaganda of the great shipbunilding in-
terests of this ecountry that have ever been brought on this
floor—all of them, [Applause.] Now, I do not eharge an ulte-
rior motive to the gentleman, because I believe he Is honest in
it; but with far more ground for making the charge than he has
had for the charges he has made against me I could charge him
with being a tool of the shipbuilding interests, which I do not.
[Applanse.]

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. HOBSON. I want the gentleman to be on record as
declining te yield.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman wishes to ask me a
question, I will yield. What is the question?

Mr. HOBSON. It is merely whether he ever heard of any of
the shipbuilding interests contributing anything to any cam-
paign of mine?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not. I said I thought the gentle-
man was sincere and honest about it, but I pointed out the fact
that the gentleman was supporting the position of an interest
that has contributed to other gentlemen’s campaign funds. [Ap-
plause.] I do not mean that to reflect on the gemtleman, not

for a minute, because I do not think they ever contributed to the
gentleman’s campaign fund.

More than that, if I wanted to be unkind and to wander back
into the record of the gentleman from Alabama——

Mr. HOBSON. Go ahead and do it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman to-day is standing with
his party on the tariff question, but I could ask him to examine
his own record on the 9th day of April, 1909, when the Payne
tariff bill was before this House, and Mr. Tawney, of Minnesota,
a Progressive Republican so far as the tariff was concerned,
was seeking to lower the tax on lumber, and the gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. Hossox] voted with the standpat Repub-
licans, with Mr. Dalzell and Mr, Payxe against Mr. Tawney
and against the gentleman’s own party. I counld alsu point to
him that on the same day a motion was made by Judge De
Armond, of Missouri, to put lnmber on the free list in accord-
ance with the then existing platform of the Democratic Party,
and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hopsox] voted with
Mr. Dalzell and Mr. PAYNE to sustain the Payne rates on lnm-
ber and against the Democratic Party and its position to put
lumber on the free list. [Applause.] The gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Hoesox] preferred to tax the shelter of the poor,
rather than to stand in line with his Democratic colleagues on
tha'ﬂuor of this House. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Now, I know that the galleries of the House at that time were
filled with a lobby in the interest of the Lumber Trust, that it
was a stench in the nostrils of the people of this country the
way the lumber interest was performing and the way it did
suceeed in maintaining the Payne rates on lumber, which the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hoesoxn] voted for. [Applause.]
Buf I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama that, al-
though I do net think it was to his credit to abandon his party
or the true interests of his people in casting that vote, I believe
myself that the gentleman voted from motives that he believed
to be right. I do not stand here to challenge the motives of the
gentleman from Alabama even if he does desire to challenge
mine. [Applause.] I merely say that when the gentleman
charges that there is a mote in my eye, that he had better ex-
amine his own eye. [Applause.] So far as the interests of the
people of Alabama and to vote to uplift the lowly and to stand
against the strong and powerful, I am only toe glad to put my
votes in comparison with those of the gentleman from Alabama.
[Applause.] At the time the gentleman east that vote on lumber
there were great lumber interests in his district, and at that
same time they were reducing the tax on pig iron and other
iron commedities in my district. Some of my constituents were
protesting, but I cast my vote in the interest of the masses of
the people of this country. [Applause.]

When it came down to writing a tariff bill T did not shirk
when the knife came to me. The gentleman charges me with
being a tool of the interests, the representative of Wall Street,
a follower of the liquor interests, and yet when it became neces-
sary to pass a bill that wounld relieve the American people of
unjust taxation, I allowed every single thing in my district to
2o on the free list, becanse I knew and knew well that the man
who led that fight must bare his own breast to the storm before
he eould carry his followers over the breastworks. [Applause.]

Now, Mr. Speaker, I regret that this controversy should have
been brought on the floor of the House of Representatives, but
in conelusion I want to say that I challenge any man to show
that I have been the tool of any interests in this country. I
challenge any man to inspect my record for 18 years and show
a gingle vote that has not been in the interest of the masses of
my constifuency and against the great trusts of this country.
[Applause.]

I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama that, so far as
I am personally concerned, no matter how much mud he may
sling at me doring the coming campaign, I do not intend to be
involved in any such contreversy. [Applause.] I weleome his
crificism of my record in a legitimate way. I shall endeavor to
criticize his record in a gentlemanly and legitimate way. But
no matter what he may say or what he may do, I can assure
him that he ean not provoke me into wading in the mire of dirty
politics in Alabama. [Great applanse.]

Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. Speaker, before I say anything on the
question I would like fo have 3 or 4 minutes in addition to my
10, for fear I may not finish in 10 minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. Make it five minutes,

Mr. DONOVAN. I will ask for five minutes more.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
unanimous consent that his thue may be increased five minutes,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connectieut is recog-
nized for 15 minutes,
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Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, with just a quotation from
the New York World, I shall confine what I have to say to mat-
ters that took place or that have failed to take place in this
body. What brought about this on my part was the fact that we
had been here day after day with a very small attendance. This
great money bill came along, which, in my opinion, was a
greater measure than the tariff measure.

The conference report came in about the same time. As
everyone knows, that money bill took two or three weeks to
settle, and all these men that had taken in caucus a prominent
part in the conference report took a very passive part in the
passing of the money bill. I said one day, “ What has become
of all these great men?” Some one called attention to the fact
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HoesoN] who addressed
us was hardly ever here. It occurred to me that that was
true. To me it appeared strange, Mr. Speaker, that a man
gifted as he is, so capable of illustrating his ideas, should
absent himself, knowing as I did the rules that we all have
to agree to when the Member says to the occupant of the
Speaker’s rostrum, “I take this obligation freely, without any
mental reservation or purpose of evasion, and I will faithfully
discharge the duties of the office on which I am about to enter”
[reading from oath administered to Members of the House upon
taking their seats].

Did some enemy of that great gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
TlossoN] put that oath in the books in order to get him in
trouble at some later day? [Laughter.] Just the other day
on the floor of this House I heard our great Speaker say that
it did not meet the question to have the pot call the kettle
black, but it seems to be ethical with the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. Hoeso~] that in getting out of a hole he shall pull
somebody else into it. That would be a fine way to repair a
wagon on the highway. If you have one wagon in a mud hole,
pull another one in it.

Mr. Speaker, there is no one present in this body as a Mem-
ber of it, or in any other legislative body of which I have been
a member, who would say that I hesitate to speak the truth.
It would make no difference to me whether the man of whom
I spoke is a member of my party or of some other party. I
always try to speak the truth. I have no stock in trade but
the truth, and if T have made a statement about the gentleman
that is not true I am sorry. I made it honestly, and I made
it, as I say——

Mr. HOBSON rose.

Mr. DONOVAN. Oh, I refuse to be interrupted. My time is
limited. Of course, Mr. Speaker, if T had had any idea that this
was to be turned to an artful purpose, used to parade the
gentleman’s hold upon the publie, or used to take advantage of
the public, then I apologize to the other Members of the body
for having been the cause of such a thing.

Mr. Speaker, I will supplement my statement of absenteeism
more fully and clearly. I take the gentleman as he appears
from the amateur stage, when he graduated, and I leave out his
first term. Let us take now the Sixty-first Congress. In the
first session of the Sixty-first Congress there were 61 roll calls—
61 yea-and-nay votes. This most delightful character was
absent 12 times, voting 26. He voted once to make a quorum
and once on the question of a quorum he failed to vote. Let
me repeat that. The gentleman was absent 12 times in the
session of the Sixty-first Congress. He voted with our friends
upon the other side, the Republicans, 6 times as against 12,
He voted once to make a quorum and on fhe question of a
quorum once he failed to vote. Twenty-six times he voted.

In the second session of the Sixty-first Congress the hooks
show that he was absent 58 times, and according to the books
in that second session of the Sixty-first Congress he voted 60
times—2 times more than he was absent. In that same second
session of the Sixty-first Congress he voted with the stand-pat
Republicans, which was a delightful pleasure, as the books will
show, T times, and in that Congress he voted 10 times to make a
quorum, and that was the extent of his vote. He voted “present”
6 times, and he falled to vote on the question of making a
quornm 11 times, In the third session of the Sixty-first Con-
gress he did not vote 43 times. He voted 59 times. He did a
little better that time. He voted with the Republicans—that
great Democrat, Hossox from Alabama—8 times in that session,
and he voted 22 times to make up a quorum, and 10 times he
failed to vote in the making of a quorum, and 1 time he is
recorded as being present.

Now let us take the Bixty-second Congress. This is where
he performed his duty in a most faithful way. In that Con-
gress there were three sessions. In the first session he did not
vote or was absent 51 times. He voted 12 times—a beautiful
memory! Perhaps I am commitiing a erime in ecalling attention
to this, but during the time that Mr. Speaker Crisp oeccupied

the chair now occupied by our distinguished Speaker the fol-
lowing statute was passed:

The Secretary of the Benate and Sergeant at Arms of the I
respectively, shall deduct from the montﬁly ayments of each m?&’&’i
or Delegate the amount of his salary for each day he has been absent
from the Senate or House, respectively, unless such Member or Dele-

gate assigns as the reason for such absence the sickn
of some member of his family. PR e i o

The only excuse that the distinguished gentleman makes is
that he has been paired sometimes; that is, it takes two Mem-
bers to make a pair, and it means that there are two absent,
so that a man might pair himself with another at the beginning
of the session, and neither one need ever come around and yvet
get the whole salary. [Laughter.] Let me finish the first ses-
sion of the Sixty-second Congress. He did not vote 51 times. He
failed to vote to make a quorum 14 times and voted “ present”
3 times—a beautiful citizen; a beautiful Member of Congress !
In the second session of the Sixty-second Congress, again, he did
not vote 134 times. I wonder if there was some vicions liquor
dealer who kept him away from doing his duty. [Laughter.]
He voted 58 times. He voted with the Republicans G. times,
and this is the man they are going to send to represent Alabama
in the upper House! He voted “present” 11 times and voted
'to make a quornm 15 times and failed to vote to make a quorum
30 times. He did a little better in the last session of the Sixty-
second Congress. He did not vote 49 times; he voted 64 times;
voted with the stand-pat Republicans 6 times, voted * present”
6, voted to make a guorum 26, and failed to vote to make a
quorum 17 times,

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have had present here these pages,
every one of them, for everyone to see. We have had here the
attachés of this building, every one of them present. Now,
what are we going to say of men with this great salary and
honor and prestige? Let the ship run as it may? Suppose some
more stayed away. I want to call attention to the conditions
and the type of men who come to us from Alabama. We all
know on the roll call the first name we hear is that of an Ala-
bamian, and I challenge anyone if he remembers the time when
he failed to vote, and that is ABercroMBIE. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] If there is one State in this Union whose
Members are consistently present it is that State—Alabama—
with one exception, The President from that rostrum a few
months ago told us to do our duty. He appeared upou that
rostrum but lately with the same appeal for us to do our duty.
I have evidence here that one gentleman from Alabama men-
tioned here has always done his duty. I will read this letter,
for it ought to go into the REcorp as an example to new Mem-
bers, as an example to everyone to do his duty. It is a tribute
to good work; it is a tribute to honorable men who give the
best that is in them to their country, without fear or hope of
reward. This is it. It is a gem, in my estimation, and it is a
proud heritage to the gentleman to whom it is addressed and
his family:

Tae WaiTE House,
Washington, October 10, 1913.

Hon. HExrY D. CLAYTON,
House of Representatives.

My Dpar Me. CoayToN: I am a great deal concernmed at the thought
of losing you from the working force of the House of Representatives,
As the chief direction of affairs in the present session has lain with
the Committee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Banking and
Currency, I foresee that the chief ressonsibllltics of the next session
will lie with the Committee on the Judiclary, of which you nre chair-
man. I was looking forward with great satisfaction to working with

ou and having your experienced counsel and assistance in the work
hat is before us. It seems to me, indeed, indispensable in the carry-
tn§ out of our party's program.
do not deem myself at liberty to suggest to fvou anything that
would Interfere with your own personal plans, and T feel rather selfish
in saying what 1 am saying, but I considered it a matter of mere publie
duty on_my c‘haz'l: to say how earnestly I had desired that I might have
your aid and counsel as chairman of the Judiciary Committee during
the next session and the next Congress, for our work can not be fin-
ished in a single session. If I accomplish no more b{ this than giving
myself the pleasure of lettlng you know my personal cstimate of you,
I shall, at any rate, have discharged my conscience in the matter and

If T dared, 1 would beg
you to remain in the House,
Cordially and sincerely, yours, Wooprnow WiLsox.

Then the answer to the President from the courtly chairman
of the Judiciary Committee is a missive that any State conld
well be proud to have come from the pen of any of her honored
sons. It shows loyalty to party that is akin to religious faith:

Duar Mr. PRESIDENT : Your letter of October 10 was duly delivered by
s?ocls.l messenger. Of course it gave me great pleasure to know your
kird opinion o mg past services and the possibilities of nsefulness you
congider me capable of in the succeeding sessions of Congress. ¥
work heretofore in its connection with you has been exceedingly pleas-
ant. I have been in hearty sympathy with all your patriotic plans and
purposes, in so far as I have known them.

I have consulted with such friends as I could reach, and they have
agreed with me that 1 should look upon the wish expressed by you, as
the head of the purt)". as imperative, 1 will therefore give notice of
my intention to remain in the ITouse during the present Congress and

sald what was really in my mind and heart.
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retire from the race for the Eenate from Alabama and submit the mat-
ter of my reelection ns Representative to the loyal Democrats of the
third congresslonal district of Alabama,

I want to say to you formally what I sald to you in person in our
conversation at the White House last night—that 1 am very deeply
appreciative of and grateful for the great compliment you have paid me

in your letter.
¥ Sincerely, yours, Hexey D, CLAYTON.

Now, gentlemen, notice the date of the President’s letter men-
tioned of the 10th of October. That was published in the Wash-
ington Post Sunday, the 12th. Where did that letter find that
great man, Hexey D. CrayroN? Right here attending to his
daty. A letter by special messenger reached him. Where was
the so-called, in his own estimation, great man from Alabama?
[Laughter.] He could not be found, according to the Sergeant
at Arms, although I ought to apologize; he may be here by
warrant of the Sergeant at Arms for all I know. [Laughter.]
The Sergeant at Arms most diligently tried to find him.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman be
allowed to proceed indefinitely and conclude his remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hos-
soN] asks unanimous, consent that the gentleman from Con-
necticdt may be allowed to proceed—— :

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, how
much mdre time does the gentleman want? :

Mr. DONOVAN. I do not know that I need any more, but I
will take one minute. L

Mr. BARTLETT. Make it five.

Mr. DONOVAN. Five minutes, Mr. Speaker.. -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to
proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

Mr. DONOVAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I should
say that T want the distinguished gentleman from Alabama
[Mr. HoesoN] to tell some truths when he returns home, and
this is the truth I want him to tell. Probably I have as much
sympathy for that section of the country as anyone,

There lies in an nnmarked grave an uncle of mine who fought
on the Confederate side.

I realize that there have been for years in the South United
States officials who are just so much barter and trade and
handfuls of clay, and used for vicious purposes. You go back
home and say that when the amendment to the urgent deficiency
bill to regulate the appointment of deputy United States mar-
shals and deputy revenue collectors to protect the people of
the South came up for action you were absent, but that the
“ gentleman from Connecticut,” with two associates, gave the
bill its majority to free the South from that obnoxious crew
that has controlled the offices in the past. [Applause on the
Democratic side.] You go back to the South and say that from
old New England there were only four votes for that bill, one
cast by the gentleman from Massachusetis [Mr, GLmore] and
three cast by Representatives from Connecticut, You tell your
people that you deserted your interests and that the South had
to depend on the gentleman from Connecticut, with his asso-
ciates, to bring the bill to a conclusion and right the wrong
that had been existing in Dixie. Tell that to your people and
keep some of your talk out of your book of imagination, which
seems to be your stock in trade.

You want to say this, too—and I am going to emphasize it—
that when that great measvre known as the Payne-Aldrich bill
came in here—and why the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Unperwoon] did not tell it all T do not know—four times you
[Mr. HoesoN] voted for the Payne-Aldrich crew. The bill was
in this House three different times. You voted on its final pas-
sage the first time. Where were you when it came back from the
Senate on the 9th of July, 19097 You were absent. You were
here on the 12th, for you voted on the income tax. You were
here on the 20th, for you voted with us Demoecrats on the
urgent deficiency bill; but, gentlemen, that is when it came
back from the Senate. On the final passage of the bill, July 31,
there were three yea-and-nay votes, and on the first roll call
there were 11 absent, and on the third and final 10 absent,
and the distinguished gentlemen [Mr. Hoesox] was one of
those. Out of that 11 there were 4 pairs, 8 without a pair.
and the distinguished gentleman [Mr. Hossox] was one of the
three. On the last bill there were four pairs, and two without
a palr, and the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
_ HoesoN] was one of the two. The gentleman states that he

had a pair for the session. The books do not show it. I do not
know how he fixes it. Once he was paired with Mr. FowLer
and at another time with Mr. CarroN. This time it does not
show that he had a pair at all. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. HOBSON. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the
gentleman, or others who care to talk on this subject, may be
further extended.

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I only want to read this one
thing, from the New York World, and that is a Democratic
newspaper.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani-
mous cousent to read an article from the New York World. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. DONOVAN. The article is as follows:

HOBSON AGAIX!

Fifteen years ago last June Ricmuoxp Pranrsox Hopsox wuas a hero,
He has been a nnisance ever since. With his militarism, his Jingoism,
his antl-Japanism, he has been a visitation upon his afficted country.

Now he is running for the United States Senate against OSCAR W.
Uxperwoop. He feels that demands for $50,000,000 for the Navy for
10 superdreadnoughts, even for Immediate war with Jl:ipnn, have lost
thelr pristine charm. 8o he turns over a new leaf by denouncing Mr.
UXNDERWOOD as “ the tool of the whisky ring and the money interests.”

Coming on the heels of the Pnssage of the Underwood Tariff Act, it is
hard to decide whether this charge is the more outrageous or ludierous.

With South Carolina threatening to send Cole Blease to the United
States Benate, the bare possibility that Alabama might inflict HoBsoN
on the country is enough to arouse a nation-wide Interest in Mr. UxpBz-
woop's eandidacy.

[Laughter.]
FRANCHISES IN PORTO RICO (8. DOC, XO. 209).

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read and,
with. the accompanying documents, referred to the Committee
on Insular Affairs, the message to be printed and the accom-
panying documents to be filed with the committee:

T'o the Benate and House of Representatives:

As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,”
I transmit herewith certified copies of franchises granted by
the Executive Council of Porto Rico, which are described in
the accompanying letter from the Secretary of War transmitting
them to me. Such of these as relate to railroad, street railway,
telegraph, and telephone franchises, privileges, or concessions
have been approved by me, as required by the joint resolution
of May 1, 1900 (31 Stat., 715).

Tae Wuarre House, Ociober 7, 1913.

Mr. MANN. What was the document that accompanied the
President’s message? I did not catch it. What was the docu-
ment ordered to be printed?

The SPEAKER. The message was ordered to be printed,
but the accompanying documents, certified copies of franchises,
and so forth, are sent to the committee.

LAWS OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS (8. DOC. NO. 203).

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States, which was read
and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Commit-
tee on Insular Affairs, the message to be printed and the ac-
companying documents to be filed with the commitiee :

To the Senate and House of Representatives: =

As required by section 86 of the act of Congress approved
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the
administration of the affairs of civil government in the Philip-
pine Islands, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith a
set of the laws enacted by the Third Philippine Legislature,
during its first session, from October 16, 1212, to February 3,
1913, inclusive, and its special session from February 6, 1913,
to February 11, 1913, inclusive, and also certain laws enacted
by the Philippine Commission.

‘Woobrow WILSON.

Woobprow WiLsoN,

TaE WHITE HoUSE, October ¥, 1913.

The SPEAKER. The accompanying documents are copies of
the statutes, and they are not ordered to be printed. If the
House wants them printed hereafter, it can be done.

LAWS OF PORTO RICO (8. DOC. NO. 206).

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States, which was read
and, with the accompanying documents, referred to the Commit-
tee on Insular Affairs, the message to be printed and the accom-
panying documents to be filed with the committee:

To the Senate and House of Representatives:

As required by section 81 of the act of Congress approved
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,”
I transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted
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by the Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during the extraordi-
nary session beginning June 20 and ending August 19, 1913.
Wooprow WILSON.
Trane Wuite Hovsg, October ¥, 1918.
LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. StrpaaN, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab-
sence for 10 days, on account of death in his family.

PERSONAL STATEMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House do
now adjourn.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will withhold
his motion for a moment, I wish to ask that the House indulge
me in a personal statement. I do not suppose it will take more
than three minutes.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will withhold the motion.

The SPEAKHR. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Aus-
TiN] asks unanimous consent to address the House for three
minutes. Is there objection?

There was no obiection.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, on last Saturday, in the con-
sideration of an amendment to the urgent deficiency bill pro-
viding for an extra month's pay for the employees of the House,
I addressed the House for five minutes. I was followed later
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Sissox], and I wish
now to direct attention to what he stated in reference to my
remarks. Mr. Sissox said:

Somebody stated a moment a that it would be cowardly and
pusillanimous for a man to take the position that I now take; that he
ought not to have a right to represent the people on the floor of this
House.

Farther along Mr. SissoNn made this further statement:

When you say that a man Is cowardly because he endeavors to pro-
tect the Public Treasury, when you say that a man is cowardly be-
cause he is not willing to stand by that which he belleves to be right—
when you make a statement of that kind you make it evidently with-
out well considering what you are doing, and yon have a cnntnmgt
for every man who does not vote for what you wish. I believe the
gentleman says that he never voted for a bill to tax the people and
nm;:]- voted against an appropriation bill except because it was too
Bl

Now, Mr. Speaker, I made no such statement as that con-
strued by the gentleman from Mississippl. I have too much
respect for myself, and I certainly have too much respect and
consideration for my colleagues, to make such an unwise and
unjust statement as that. I can very well excuse the gentle-
man from Mississippi, because in a running debate here it is
almost impossible at times to accurately understand statements
made by the Members. But evidence of the fact that the gentle-
man from Mississippi misunderstoed what I did say can be
easily obtained by a reading of what I actually said, and it is
printed in Saturday’s Recorp without the crossing of a “t”
or the dotting of an **i.”

I know the gentleman from Mississippi would not intention-
ally do me an injury or misrepresent me. But the man who has
a double role to perform in this House, like the gentleman from
Mississippi, has some excuse for misunderstanding what a Mem-
ber may state in the heat of a running debate, for we all know
that the mantle of the great Daniel Webster has fittingly fallen
on the shoulders of the gentleman from Mississippi as the ex-
pounder and defender of the Constitution; and he not only fills
that position with credit to himself, but to the entire satisfae-
tion of this House; and since the passing of Judge Holman, of
Indiana, the gentleman fills his position as a Member of this
House in being the never-resting, vigilant, watchful guardian of
the public funds in the Treasury of the United States. A man
with these two great occupations in the American Congress is
to be excused if he misunderstands what a collengue may state
here in a running debate. It is true that I never vote against
appropriations, and I made a campaign in my district in which
I stated——

Mr., MANN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, and
ask for order. I think the two gentlemen from Alabama who
have been quarreling for two hours here ought not to make up
on the floor of the House at the expense of the gentleman from
Tennessee.

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. [Laughter.]

Mr, AUSTIN. I did make n campaign in my district on the
proposition that I would never vote against——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SISSON. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. AUSTIN. Three minutes.

Mr. SISSON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Tennessee have three minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. AUSTIN. I did make a campaign in Tennessee on a
platform to never vote for a tax and never vote against an

appropriation, and I have carried out that pledge in good faith,
and as a result my majority was increased from 800 to 4,000.
[Laughter and applause.] But I will say to the gentleman from
Mississippi that in the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds and in the House I did vote to report one of his bills
which was embraced in the last public buildings bill providing
$50,000 for a public building at Water Valley, Miss., where the
g?;;:lrnt?zenl: I}ays Lsiuo g Oggar rent for a post office, where the
ation is less than 5,000, and where the total 1 i
are under $10.000. PRSI, Rootipts

But, Mr. Speaker, in view of the invaluable services rendered
by the gentleman from Mississippi in the two capacities 1 have
named I felt justified, not only in voting for a handsome publie
building in his own district, but I am sure I would be justified
in the eyes of the American people in voting for a public build-
ing at every town, village, and hamlet in the State of Missis-
sippi. I go further, Mr. Speaker. When I consider the length,
breadth, and value of the gentleman's services as “ the watch-
dog of the Treasury” and the defender of our Constitution, I
would be tempted, in fact, to vote to send the standing Army
to drive out every boll weevil in Mississippi. And in addition to
that, Mr. Speaker, I would be jusfified in voting for a levee
system as high as the Washington Monument, if necessary, to
preserve the sacred soil of Mississippi from the overflows of the
great Mississippi River. T would not stop at that, Mr. Speaker.
I would search out the men who gave to the Nation such a fitting
successor of Daniel Webster and Judge Holman. and I would let
every man who voted to send him to this House have the right
to draw on the Treasury of the United States at his own sweet
will and pleasure whenever he was out of funds, and I would
vote to pension him and all of his relatives, as well as all of his
descendants. Now, having made this frank and open statement,
I throw myself upon the generosity of this House, and I pray
to be restored quickly and fully to the hearts and affections of
my honored and loved colleagues, including the gentleman from
Mississippi. [Laughter.]

Mr, SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask vnanimous consent to make
a statement of a minute or so.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for two minutes.
there objection?

There was no objection. ;

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. Austin] and I have always been good friends, and I am
glad that he does not take seriously any statement which tended
in any way, if it did so, to put him in a false light, because
I did not intend to do that. On the contrary, it was during
the heat of a debate, and I had heard my friend say so fre-
quently in private conversations that he always made eampaigns
down in his district upon the idea that he never voted for a
bill to tax the people, and never voted against an appropriation
bill except because it was too small. So I was simply a little
nettled because, as I thought, the gentleman from Tennessee was
endeavoring to put some of us in the attitude of being very
cowardly because we saw fit and proper sometimes to oppose
some appropriations. Buot the gentleman evidently did mnot
state exactly what I understood, because he says the RECORD
states exactly what he said, and he did not say exactly what I
quoted him as saying. Therefore I am willing to have the
Recorp show that the gentleman made the other statement, and
not the statement which I attributed to him.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask permission briefly to cor-
rect an error in a statement which I made here during the de-
bate on Saturday last on the urgent deficiency bill.

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman want?

Mr. COOPER. Three or four minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for
four minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, on Saturday last, during the
debate on the bill containing the paragraph relating to the
memorial bridge, I said that I did not own and never had
owned any interest in real estate except in the State of Wis-
consin. That was absolutely true as to my not owning any real
estate on Saturday elsewhere than in Wisconsin,

But 20 or more years ago, through the death of a relative, I
inherited an undivided one-fifth interest in about 30 acres in
the State of Washington on the Pacific coast. I never have been
in the State of Washington nor ever seen the land. Years ago
I guitelaimed all my interest in it to the owners of the other
undivided shares.

More recently another relative died, and I became the owner
of an undivided one-quarter interest in two or three lots of land
in the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington. This inter-
est I also quitclaimed.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will not the gentleman come
out to Tacoma and see some good real estate?

Is
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Mr. ADAMSON. What—on the way out? [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER. These transactions did not occur to me, prob-
ably because I never have seen any of the lands, and also be-
cause there was no money or otlier property consideration in-
volved. Althongh this is of no great importance, yet I thought
best to meuntion it, because it always is well to correct even
minor inaccuracies appearing in the Recorp in statements which
purport to present facts.

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, T move that the balance of this
gession be devoted to such remarks as Members desire to make,
and that the rest of us be permitted to go home.

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky
is out of order.

Mr, MANN, That would not leave anybody here except on
that side of the House.

[Mr. BRUMBAUGH addressed the House. See Appendix.]
ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mryr, Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that
the House do adjourn.

Mr. MANN, I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 41

answered * present” 8, uot voting 271, as follows:
YEAS—109.

Abercrombie Dixon Humphreys, Miss, S8herwood
Ailken Donohoe Jacoway Sisson ok
Ansberry Donovan Johnson, Ky. Smith, Tex.
Baltz Doollittle Kennedy, Conn.  Sparkman
Barkley DNoremus Key, Ohlo Stephens, Miss,
Barnhart Doughton Kirkpatrick Stevens, N. H.
Bartlett Eagle Lee, Btone
Beakes l-:dwa rds , Pa. Btont
Beall, Tex. Estopinal Lesher Stringer
Bell, Ga. Evans Lloyd Taggart
Borchers Fergusson Lobeck Taleott, N. Y.
Brockson FitzHenry MecClellan Tavenner
Brown, W, Va. Flood, Va. MeCoy Ten Eyck
Brombaugh Flnyd Ark. MecDermott Thacher
Buchanan, I11. Foster MeGillieudd Thomas
Buchanan, Tex. Gard Maguire, Nebr. ThomPsan. Okla.
Byrnes, 8. C Garrett, Tex. O’Hair Tribble
Byrns, Tenn. George Oldfield Tuttle
Candler, Miss. Godwin, N. C. Pepper Underwood
Casey Goeke Phelan Vaughan
Clark, Fla. Gorman Pou Walker
Claypool iray Ragsdale Walsh
Clayton Hammond Raker Watkins
Connolly, Towa Hardy Raunch Webb
Cox. Helm Jhum Young, Tex.
Crosser Helvering 1y, Conn.
Dent 1ill Rothermel
Dershem Hughes, Ga. Sherley
NAYS—41.
Anderson French MacDonald Shreve
Aunstin Greene, VL. Mann Sinnott
Avis Hamilton, N. Y. Mapes Smith, Idaho
Bell, Cal. Hawley Mondell Steenerson -
Bowdle Johnson, Utah Nelson Temple
Browne, Wis. Johnson, Wash., Parker Towner
Campbell Kennedy, lowa Payne Woodruff
Coo’ Kindel Plumley Woods
Falconer Lafferty Powers
Fess La Follette Rogers
Frear Lindquist Sharp
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—S8.
Adamson Fields McLanghlin Smith, J. M. C,
Crisp Hardwick Morrison Watson
NOT VOTING—2T71.
Adair Butler Dies Goldfogle
Ainey Calder Difenderfer Good
Alexander Callaway Dillon Goodwin, Ark.
Allen Cantrill Doolin!z Gordon
Anthony Caraway Driscoll Goulden
Ashbrook Carew Dunn Graham, I11.
Aswell Carlin Dupré Graham, Pa
Bailey Carr Dyer Green, Iowa
Baker Carter Eagan Greene, Mass,
Barchfeld Cary Edmonds
Bartholdt Chandler, N.Y. Elder Griest
Barton Church Esch Griffin
Bathrick Clancy Fairchild Gudger
Blackmon Cline Falson Guernse;
Booher Collier Farr Hamill
Borland Connelly, Kans. Ferris Hamilton, Mich.
Bremner Conry Finley Hamlin
Britten Copley Fitzgerald Harrison
Brodbeck Covington Fordney Hart
Broussard Cramton Fowler Haugen
Brown, N. Y. Cullop Francis Hay
Browning Curley Gallagher Hayden
Bruckner Curry Gnrduer Hayes
Bryan Dale arne Heflin
Bulkley Danforth Garmtt, Tenn, Helgesen
Burgess Davenport Gerry Hen
Burke, Pa. Davis Gillett Hensley
Burke, 8. Dak. Decker (Gilmore Hinds
Burke, Wis. Deitrick Gittins Hinebaugh
Burnett Dickinson Glass Hobson
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Holland Lindbergh Palmer Smith, N. Y.
Houston Linthieum Patten, N. Y. Stafford
Howard Logue Patton, Pa. Stanley
Howell Lonergan Peters, Mass, Stedman
Hoxwonh' o MeAndrews Peters, Me, Stephens, Cal.
Hughes, W. Va. ~MecGuire, Okla. Peterson Stephens, Nehr.
Hulings McKellar Platt Stephens, Tex.
Hull McKenzle Porter Stevens, Minn.
Humphrey, Wash. Madden Post Sumners
}goe Mahan Prouty Sutherland
ohnson, 8. C. Maher Quin Switzer
Jones Manahan Rainey Talbatt, Md.
Kahn Martin Reed Taylor, Ala. *
Keating Merritt Reilly, Wis, Taylor, Ark.
Keister Metz Richardson Taylor, Colo.
Ke:!ey Mieh. Miller tlordan Taylor, N. ¥.
'P AMitehell Roberts, Mass, Thomson, 111
Kenneds. R. 1. Montazue Itoberts, Nev, Townsend
Kent Moon Rounse Treadway
Kettner Moore Rubey Underhill
Kiess, Pa. Morgan, La. Rucker Vare
K.uka!d, Nebr. Morgan, Okla. Rupley Volstead
Kinkead, N. J. Morin Russell Wallin
Kitchin Moss, Ind. Sabath Walters
Knowland, J. R. Moss, W. Va. Saunders Weaver
Kono Mott Scott Whale
Korbly Murdock Scully Whitacre
Kreider » Murray, Mass. ﬂeldomrldge White
Langham Murray, Okla. Sell Williams
Langley Neeley %hnek!eforﬂ Willis
L‘azam Nolan, J. L. Sims Wilson, Fla
I’Engle Norton Slayden Wilson, N. X
Lenroot O'Brien Slemp Wingo
Lever O.F!(‘shy Sloan Winslow
Levy O'Lea Small ‘Witherspoon
Lewis, Md. O’'Shaunessy Smith, Md. Young, N. Dak.
Lewis, Pa Padgett Smith, Saml. W.
Lieb Page Smith, Minn.

So the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

Until further notice:

Mr. BLACKMON with Mr. BARCHIFELD,

Mr. Koxop with Mr. MorIx.

Mr, SumMnERs with Mr. EscmH,

Mr. GarxeEr with Mr. J. I. NoLax.

Mr. Witriams with Mr. BrRITTEN.

Mr. RicaARDSON with Mr. MarTIN.

Mr. MappEN with Mr. RAINEY.

My, HarrisoN with Mr. Gramaxm of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Arren with Mr. J, M. C. Smrra (commencing Oct. 1,
except on currency and tariff).

Mr. Page with Mr. Girrerr (commencing Sept. 30, after third
roll call).

Mr. CaxtrinL with Mr. HELGESEN.

Mr. Frerps with Mr, LANGLEY,

Mr. Horranp wifh Mr. VorstEAp (commencing Oct. 3).

Mr. Reep with Mr. Winscow (commencing Oct. 1, remainder
of extra session).

Mr. Tarsorr of Maryland with Mr. MEeRrITT.

Mr. CartEr with Mr. McGuire of Oklahoma.

Mr. CoxrerLy of Kansas with Mr. Hamritox of Michigan.

Mr, StepHENS of Nebraska with Mr, SLoaAN.

Mr. Mogrrisox with Mr. Humprarey of Washington. .

Mr. DickiNsox with Mr. Kixxam of Nebraska (after vote
on tariff conference report, currency excepted at option of
either party).

Mr. StepHENS of California with Mr. ernEusmoN (coms-

mencing Oct. 3, except on cotton-futures amendment).

Mr. Cuine with Mr. Nortox (commencing Oect. 1).

Mr. StepHeNs of Texas with Mr. Burre of South Dakota.
Mr. Booner with Mr. SLEMP,

Mr. Kerryer with Mr. Scorr.

Mr. Burkk of Wisconsin with Mr. CARy.

Mr. Harpwick with Mr, ForpNEY (commencing Oct, 1),
AMr. Cerisp with Mr. Hixps (transferable).

Mr. Dies with Mr. SwiTzer.

Mr, Caraway with Mr. Kexxepy of Rhode Island.

Mr. Coxgy with Mr. KrEIDER.

Mr. SpaRgMAN with Mr. HowELL,

Mr. JoNes with Mr. HINEBAUGH.

Mr, UsperHILL with Mr. HAvYEs.

. Rucker with Mr. HAUGEN,

. Moox with Mr, DirLLox.

. TavrLor of Alabama with Mr., GUERNSEY.
. Courrop with Mr. CALDER.

Mr, BuLkLEY with Mr. Bryan,

Mr. Hampixn with Mr. CorLEY,

Mr. Mureay of Massachusetts with Mr. SaMverL W, SMmITH,
Mr. Russern with Mr. DANFoORTH.

Mr. Arexasper with Mr, Roperrs of Massachusetts.

Mr. Duprf with Mr. ANTHONY.

Mr. Geagam of Illinois with Mr. Perers of Maine.

Mr. Perers of Massachusetts with Mr. Saora of Minnesota.
Mr. Currey with Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND.
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Mr. McKzLrar with Mr. MorT.

Mr, Grass with Mr, SELLS,

Mr. iNLeEY with Mr. Green of Towa.

Mr, Bremnzer with Mr. Kiess of Pennsylvania,

Mr. Rurrey with Mr. TREADWAY,

Mr, Heney with Mr. Lewis of Pennsylvania.

Mr, StanLey with Mr. Fage.

Mr. Howarp with Mr. Grrest,

Mr., Henstey with Mr. Dyer (commencing October 1).

Mr. Wimsos of Florida with Mr. Goop (commencing Octo-
ber 1).

Mr.’ Aswrrrn with Mr. McLavcHLIN (commencing Septem-
ber 3).

Mr. WarsonN with Mr. Kanox (commencing October 13).

Myr. CovirvaroN with Mr. MILLER.

Mr. HoustoN with Mr. WiLLls,

Mr, HeFuiw with Mr. DUNK.

Mr. HoxwortH with Mr. Roeerts of Nevada.

Mr. Geeae with Mr. Moss of West Virginia.

Mr. DavenrorT with Mr. MANAHAN. y

Mr. KiroHIN with Mr. MURDOCK, &

Mr. Korpry with Mr. ParroN of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Lever with Mr. PraTr,

Mr. LantHICUM with Mr. VARE.

Mr. Gegey with Mr. WATERS.

Mr. Carury with Mr. Proury,

Mr. Rouse with Mr. RuPLEY,

Mr., Crancy with Mr. PorTER.

Mr. Tavror of Arkansas with Mr. SUTHERLAND.

Mr. Frrzcerarp with Mr. Youwe of North Dakota.

Mr. GorpoN with Mr. THOMSON of Illinois.

Mr. Ferris with Mr. KEISTER.

Mr. Garrerr of Tennessee with Mr. LANGHAM.

Mr. Hay with Mr. McKENzZIE.

Mr. Moreax of Louisiana with Mr. HULINGS,

Mr. Paryer with Mr. MooORE.

Mr. WixNco with Mr. KetLey of Michigan.

Mr, BaTHRICK with Mr. Ketry of Pennsylvanin.

Mr. Francis with Mr. Hueues of West Virginia.

Mr. AsaerooK with Mr. GREeNE of Massachusetts.

Mr, MoxTAGUE with Mr. Davis,

Mr. Kingeap of New Jersey with Mr. CRAMTON.

Mr, StepmaN with Mr. EpMoxDs.

Mr, Savwpers with Mr. AINEY.

Mr. Lizs with Mr. Cugrry.

Mr. Haarn with Mr. Buege of Pennsylvania.

Mr. GoopwiN of Arkansas with Mr. BARTON,

Mr. Bur~erT with Mr. BUTLER.

For the session:

Mr. StAYpEN with Mr. BARTHOLDT,

Mr. Merz with Mr., WALLIN,

Mr. ApamsoN with Mr. Stevens of Minnesota.

Mr. Scurry with Mr. BROWNING.

Mr. HossoN with Mr. FAIRCHILD.

My. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, T have a general pair with the
gentleman from Washington, Mr. HumraREY, which I had for-
gotten. I answered “ yea,” and I desire to change my vote from
“yen™ to * present.”

The name of Mr. Morrisox was called, and he answered
* Present.”

Mr. McLAUGIHTLIN. Mr. Speaker, T have a pair with Mr.
Aswrry, of Lounisiana. I wish to withdraw my vote of “nay”
and answer “ present.”

The nome of Mr. McLAvGHLIN was called, and he answered
* Present.”

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote.

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the hall listening when
his name was called?

Mr. HAYDEN. No.

The SPEAKER. The genileman does not bring himself
within the rule.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

Accordingly (at 3 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.), the House
adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, October 14, 1913, at 12
o'clock noon.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clapse 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 4433) granting an increase of pension to John
Reilly ; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions,

A bill (H. R. T058) granting a pension to Charles A. Yan
Atta; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions, ¢

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were iutroduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 8346) making appropriation
for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the
Court of Claims reported under the provisions of the acts ap-
proved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1857, and commonly known
as the Bowman and Tucker Aects, and under the provisions of
section 151 of the aet approved March 3, 1911. commonly
known as the Judicial Code; to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8847) amending paragraph S1
of the act ereating a public utilities commission; to the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia. :

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H., R. 8848) to
amend section 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
relating to mining claims; to the Committee on the Publie
Lands.

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 8849) to enlarge, extend,
remodel, and improve the post-office building at Albert Lea,
Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CARLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 285) referring the
bill (H. R. 8850) for the relief of the heirs of David H. Creel
to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were infroduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8830) for the relief of
the heirs of David H. Creel; to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (II. . 8851) to place the name of
Jedediah C. Paine upon the unlimited retired list of the Army;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CLAYPOOL: A bill (IH. R. 8852) granting a pension
to Isaac Cary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8853) granting an increase of pension
t? Franklin T. Alderman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. FIXZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 83854) granting an in-
crease of pension to Anne Darey; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LINTHICUM : A bill (H. R. 83833) granting a pension
to Martha A. Kaiser; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (I. R. 8850) granting an in-
creage of pension to James Carroll; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

-
e L

PETITIOXNS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’'s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr. CARLIN: Papers to accor:pany bill (H, R. 8850) for
the relief of the heirs of David H. Creel; to the Committee on
War Claims.

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Third Annual State
Conference on Taxation, Binghamton, N, Y., requesting Con-
gress to provide for collecting statisties of wealth, debt, and
taxation, as authorized by pe®*manent ecensus act, -at the
earliest practicable moment; to . the Committee on the
Census.

Also, petition of the District Lodge, No. 44. International
Assoclation of Machinists, Washington, D. C., favoring an im-
mediate change in the naval regulations so as to permit repre-
sentation of the employees on the wage boards; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

" By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany bill
(H. R. 6841) for the relief of William Lammerhirt; to the
Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill (H. R. 1202) for the re-
lief of Julius Widdigen; to the Committee on Invalid Ien-
sions.

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : Petition of Camden (Me.) Board
of Trade, favoring passage of legislation for protection from
floods of the territory adjacent to the lower Mississippl River;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of citizens of the thirty-
seventh congressional district of New York, favoring the pas-
snge of legislation compelling concerns selling goods direct to
the consumer, by mail, to contribute their portion of the funds
for the development of the local community, county, and State;
to the Committee on Ways and Means. »
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